N62661.AR.002844
NS NEWPORT
5090.3a

SAMPLING AND ANALYSIS PLAN DATA GAPS ASSESSMENT FOR SITE 10 TANK FARM 2
NS NEWPORT RI
7/1/2013
TETRA TECH




Worksheet #1 -- Title Page
(UEP-QAPP Manual Section 2.1)

SAMPLING AND ANALYSIS PLAN
(FIELD SAMPLING PLAN AND QUALITY ASSURANCE PROJECT PLAN)
JULY 2013

DATA GAPS ASSESSMENT
TANK FARM 2, CATEGORY 1 AREAS
NAVAL STATION NEWPORT
PORTSMOUTH, RHODE ISLAND

PREPARED FOR:
NAVAL FACILITIES ENGINEERING COMMAND MID-ATLANTIC
9742 MARYLAND AVENUE
NORFOLK, VIRGINIA 23511-3095

PREPARED BY:
TETRA TECH
234 MALL BOULEVARD SUITE 260
KING OF PRUSSIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19046-1433
(610) 491-9688

PREPARED UNDER:
CONTRACT NUMBER N62470-08-D-1001
“CLEAN” CONTRACT TASK ORDER NO. WE30



Project-Specific Sam and Analysis Plan Title: Data Gaps Assessment
Site Name: Tank Fm’ém ve Document No.: W5211722D
Project Name: NAVSTA Revislon Number: 0
Site Location: Newport, Istand Date: February 2011

Worksheet #1 — Approvel Page
(UFP-QAPP Manual Section 2.1)

Document Draft Sampling and Analysis Plan, (Field Sampling Plan and Quality Assurance

Title: Project Plan), February 2011, Data Gaps Assessment, Tank Farm 2, Naval Station
Newport, Newport, Rhode Island

Lead Organization: Naval Facilities Engineering Command Mid-Atlantic

Preparer’s Name and Organizational Affiliation: Tetra Tech NUS, Inc.

Preparer’s Address and Telephone Number: 234 Mall Boulevard Sulte 260, King of Prussia,
Pennsylvania 18046-1433

Preparation Date (Day/Month/Year): February 201

Investigative Organization’s Project Manager-:

——

3/,
Signature/Date ’

Dabra Seiken, CG, Tetra Tech NUS, Inc.

Investigative Organization's Project QA
Manager: % K- R0//
Signatu te

Tom Johnston, PhD, Tetra Tech NUS, inc.

Lead Organization's Project Manager:

Signature/Date
Roberto Pagtalunan, PE, NAVFAC Mid Atlantic

BOWERS.KENNETH.  sowess éimeniazsoosasrs

DN: c=US, o=11.S. Government, ou=DoD, ol=;K|.
Lead Organization QA Officer: A.1230092474 /S b OWERS GNETHA 122052414
Signature/Date

NAVFAC Chemist, NAVFAC Atlantic

Approval Signatures:

Signature/Date
Kymberiee Keckler, U.S. EPA

Signature/Date
Gary Jablonski, RIDEM

Page 2 of 107



Project-Specific Samp!lrg and Anam:lan Title: Data Gaps Assessment
Site Name: Tank Fam 2, Category 1 Document No.: W5211722F
Project Name: NAVSTA Newport Rewvision Number: 0
Site Location: Portsmouth, Rhode Island Date: July 2013

Worksheet #1 — Approval Page
(UFP-QAPP Manual Section 2.1)

Document Sampling and Analysis Plan, (Field Sampling Plan and Quality Assurance Project

Title: Plan), February 2011, Data Gaps Assessment, Tank Farm 2, Category 1 Areas, Naval
Station Newport, Newport, Rhode Island

Lead Organization: Naval Facilities Engineering Command Mid-Atlantic

Preparer's Name and Organizational Affiliation: Tetra Tech

Preparer's Address and Telephone Number: 234 Mall Boulevard Suite 260, King of Prussia,
Pennsylvania 19046-1433

Preparation Date (Day/Month/Year): July 2013

Investigative Organization's Project Manager:

Signature/Date
Dabra Seiken, CG, Tetra Tech

Investigative Organization's Project QA
Manager:;

Signature/Date
Tom Johnston, PhD, Tetra Tech

Lead Organization's Project Manager: %"A’U po-( 7 { 18, 1%

Signature/Date
Roberto Pagtalunan, PE, NAVFAC Mid Atlantic

Lead Organization QA Officer:

Signature/Date
NAVFAC Chemist, NAVFAC Atlantic

Approval Signatures:

Signature/Date
Kymberlee Keckler, U.S. EPA

Signature/Date
Pamela Crump, RIDEM

Page 2 of 100



Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan Title: Data Gaps Assessment
Site Name: Tank Farm 2, Category 1 Areas Document No.: W5211722F
Project Name: NAVSTA Newport Revision Number: 0
Site Location: Portsmouth, Rhode Isiand Date: July 2013

Worksheet #1 —~ Approval Page
(UFP-QAPP Manual Section 2.1)

Document Sampling and Analysis Plan, (Field Sampling Plan and Quality Assurance Project

Title: Plan), February 2011, Data Gaps Assessment, Tank Farm 2, Category 1 Areas, Naval
Station Newport, Newport, Rhode Island

Lead Organization: Naval Facilities Engineering Command Mid-Atlantic

Preparer's Name and Organizational Affiliation: Tetra Tech

Preparer's Address and Telephone Number: 234 Mall Boulevard Suite 260, King of Prussia,
Pennsylvania 19046-1433

Preparation Date (Day/Month/Year). July 2013

Investigative Organization's Project Manager:

Signature/Date
Dabra Seiken, CG, Tetra Tech

Investigative Organization’s Project QA
Manager:

Signature/Date
Tom Johnston, PhD, Tetra Tech

Lead Organization’'s Project Manager:

Signature/Date
Roberto Pagtalunan, PE, NAVFAC Mid Atlantic

Lead Organization QA Officer:

Signature/Date
NAVFAC Chemist, NAVFAC Atlantic

Approval Signatures:

| d ULY (8

Signatgre/Date
Kymbérlee Keckler, U.S. EPA

Signature/Date
Pamela Crump, RIDEM

Page 2 of 100



Project-Specific Sampling and Analysls Plan Title: Data Gaps Assessment

Site Name: Tank Farm 2, Category 1 Areas Document No.: W5211722F
Project Name: NAVSTA Newport Revision Number; 0
Site Location: Portsmouth, Rhode Island Date: July 2013

Worksheet #1 — Approval Page
(UFP-QAPP Manual Section 2.1)

Document Sampling and Analysis Pian, (Field Sampling Plan and Quality Assurance Project

Title: Plan), February 2011, Data Gaps Assessment, Tank Farm 2, Category 1 Areas, Naval
Station Newport, Newport, Rhode Island

Lead Organization: Naval Facilities Engineering Command Mid-Atlantic

Preparer's Name and Organizational Affiliation: Tetra Tech

Preparer's Address and Telephone Number. 234 Mall Boulevard Suite 260, King of Prussia,
Pennsylvania 19046-1433

Preparation Date (Day/Month/Year): July 2013

Investigative Organization’s Project Manager:

Signature/Date
Dabra Seiken, CG, Tetra Tech

Investigative Organization's Project QA
Manager:

Signature/Date
Tom Johnston, PhD, Tetra Tech

Lead Organization’s Project Manager:

Signature/Date
Roberto Pagtalunan, PE, NAVFAC Mid Atlantic

Lead Organization QA Officer:

Signature/Date
NAVFAC Chemist, NAVFAC Atlantic

Approval Signatures:

Signature/Date
Kymberlee Keckler, U.S. EPA

(o <L

Signature/Date
Pamela Crump, RIDEM

Page 2 of 100



Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan Title: Data Gaps Assessment

Site Name: Tank Farm 2, Category 1 Areas Document No.: W5211722F
Project Name: NAVSTA Newport Revision Number: 0
Site Location: Portsmouth, Rhode Island Date: July 2013

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This Sampling and Analysis Plan presents the methodologies to be used for collecting data that will be
used to determine the nature and extent of contamination related to past activities that have resulted in
what are considered releases under the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and
Liability Act (CERCLA) at Tank Farm 2 (Site 10) which is part of Naval Station (NAVSTA) Newport,
formerly the Naval Education and Training Center (NETC) Newport. The data collected is also expected
to be used to estimate whether risks from exposure of human and ecological receptors to site
contaminants merit actions to further investigate or mitigate the risks, in an effort to protect human health

and the environment.

The NAVSTA Newport is located in the Towns of Newport, Middletown, and Portsmouth, Rhode Island,
approximately 25 miles southeast of Providence. Tank Farm 2 (the Site) is situated at the northern and
central portions of NETC-Newport, in Portsmouth, Rhode Island. The Site is located approximately 1,000
to 1,500 feet east of Narragansett Bay (Figure 1).

The Site occupies approximately 70 acres of land bordered by undeveloped woodlands to the west; Tank
Farm 1, a campground, and a recreational area are located to the northeast; residential housing is
located to the southeast; and Newport Naval Cable TV property and farmland about the site to the south.
The Site is occupied by eleven 2.5-million gallon capacity concrete underground storage tanks (USTSs)
(Tanks 19 through 29). Underground petroleum distribution lines connect the USTs to the Naval Fuel
Loading Area (about 1,000-feet northwest of the Site). The Site is covered with overgrown areas
(formerly grass), paved access roads, and tank access chambers. The Site also contains support

buildings, including Building 219, a former transformer building.

The tanks were constructed in the 1940s. The tanks stored No.5 fuel oil from the 1940s to 1975, distillate
fuel from 1975 to 1985, and marine diesel fuel from 1985 until the mid-1990s. Tank 22 was taken out of
service and cleaned in the 1970s and then used as a storage tank for sludge. Tank Farm 2 was operated
by the Navy until 1974, when the property was leased to the Defense Energy Support Center (DESC).
The DESC actively operated the Site until the 1990s, when the tanks were emptied and cleaned. The

DESC still maintains contractual control of the property, although it is not in active operation.

Historical information suggests that sludge from tank cleaning was disposed of on the ground surface in
the vicinity of each tank, from the 1940s to the mid-1970s (Envirodyne Engineers, Inc., 1983). Since that

time, the sludge has reportedly been disposed of at off-site facilities.

Environmental investigations and remediation have previously occurred at the Site by consultants and
contractors hired by the DESC, and have been performed under the Rhode Island Department of
Environmental Management (RIDEM) regulations. The investigations resulted in the installation of 28

monitoring wells, water level and non-aqueous phase liquid (NAPL) gauging rounds, and the collection of
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soil and groundwater samples. Monitoring wells and sampling sites were located near the tanks and in
areas identified in historic aerial photographs as areas of concern. The tanks and portions of the
distribution piping have also been cleaned and inspected, although they have not been permanently
decommissioned or given official closure by RIDEM. Soil excavations have occurred at the site to remove

soils determined to be above applicable RIDEM standards based on investigations conducted.

In accordance with decisions made by the Project Team, the Site has been segregated into Category 1
(CERCLA-regulated) areas and Category 2 (RIDEM UST Division regulated) areas, based on the
activities and the contaminants suspected to have been released in each areas. Also, RIDEM has
identified several other areas of potential concern for which the scope of investigation has not been
determined. These additional areas of potential concern are currently termed Category 3 areas, and will
be further evaluated to determine if additional investigation of these areas, if any, will be performed as a

Category 1 or Category 2 area.

This Sampling and Analysis Plan (SAP) addresses only Category 1 Areas. Based on a review of historical
environmental investigations and remediation performed at the Site, data gaps for six Category 1 areas

were identified. The Category 1 areas that will be further characterized under this SAP are:

e Four areas of concern (AOCs) where it is suspected that sludge was deposited on the ground and
burned (AOC-001, -003, -004 and -005);
o A former transformer building, also known as Building 219, and

e The former JP-5 soil pile/ buoy storage area.

Data gaps in these Category 1 AOCs have been identified as follows:

Soil samples from the four AOCs where suspected sludge burning operations took place were not
analyzed for potential site-related contaminants other than petroleum; therefore, additional soil samples
will be collected and analyzed for metals, polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) and dioxins/furans
in these four Category 1 AOCs. This analyte list includes potential by-products of the burning of
petroleum sludge. Also, at the request of RIDEM, extractable total petroleum hydrocarbon (ExTPH) and

gasoline range organics (GRO) will be analyzed.

Building 219 is a former transformer building. Based on the use of this area for electrical equipment and
the possible presence of PCBs in transformer oil, and previous environmental investigations in this area
which indicated the presence of PCBs in soil, the potential contaminants in this area are PCBs. Data
gaps for Building 219 include adequate definition of the extent of the PCB contamination associated with
the Building and its equipment. Additional sampling and analysis will be performed in this area to further

define the extent of PCB contamination in soil.

Page 4 of 100



Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan Title: Data Gaps Assessment

Site Name: Tank Farm 2, Category 1 Areas Document No.: W5211722F
Project Name: NAVSTA Newport Revision Number: 0
Site Location: Portsmouth, Rhode Island Date: July 2013

The former buoy storage area is located west of Tank 28. The area was previously investigated as:
AOCs -022, -026, -033, -034, -035 and -036. Soil and groundwater samples in this area have been
collected and analyzed for organic compounds including TPH, VOCs, and SVOCs. Groundwater from
this area has also previously been analyzed for lead. However, soil has not been analyzed for lead.
Therefore, additional sampling and analysis will be performed in this area to determine if a release of lead

has occurred from the reported storage of buoys in this area.

Soil samples at all the investigation areas addressed under this SAP will be collected using a drill rig or
direct-push methods, at depths of 0 to 1, 2 to 4 and 8 to 10 feet, barring areas where shallow refusal does
not allow soil samples collected at all depths. Groundwater samples will not be collected in these areas
because groundwater has been previously sampled and monitored, and results did not suggest

contamination migration from soil to groundwater.

Following completion of the investigations, the Navy will prepare a Data Gaps Assessment (DGA) Report
for these Category 1 areas of the Site. The report will fill the requirement for either a Study Area
Screening Evaluation (SASE) or a Remedial Investigation (RI) Report. This document will summarize the
investigation activities, describe any issues encountered in the field and corrective actions taken, provide
tables comparing soil and groundwater sampling results to screening levels and other applicable criteria,
and provide figures depicting the locations sampled and the spatial distribution of contaminants. The
Data Gaps Report will also contain recommendations for next steps, as necessary. The Draft Data Gaps

Report will be submitted to RIDEM and USEPA for review and approval.
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AOC Area of Concern

bgs Below Ground Surface
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L Liter

LCS Laboratory Control Sample
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LOD Limits of Detection
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MCL Maximum Contaminant Level

mg/kg Milligrams per Kilogram

mL Milliliters

MPC Measurement Performance Criteria

MS Mass Spectrometer

MS Matrix Spike
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Non-Aqueous Phase Liquid

Naval Facilities Engineering Command
Naval Station Newport

Naval Education and Training Center
Navy Installation Restoration Information System
Oxygen Reduction Potential
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Remedial Project Manager

Relative Retention Time

Relative Standard Deviation

Regional Screening Level

Retention Time

Sampling Analysis Plan

Study Area Screening Evaluation
Sample Delivery Group

Select lon Monitoring

Site Investigation and Remedial Action Report
Standard Operating Procedure

System Performance Check Compound
Structured Query Language

Soil Screening Level

Site Safety Officer

Semi-Volatile Organic Compound

To Be Determined

Total Chlorinated Volatile Organic Compound
Toxicity Equivalent

Total Petroleum Hydrocarbon

Tetra Tech EC

Upper Confidence Limit

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Underground Storage Tank

Volatile Organic Compound
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SAP Worksheet #2 -- SAP Identifying Information

Site Name/Number:  Tank Farm 2, NAVSTA Newport
Operable Unit:

Contractor Name: Tetra Tech, Inc. (Tetra Tech)
Contract Number: N62470-08-D-1001
Contract Title: Naval Facilities Engineering Command (NAVFAC) Mid-Atlantic

Comprehensive Long-Term Environmental Action Navy (CLEAN)
Work Assignment Number (optional): CTO WE30

1. This SAP was prepared in accordance with the requirements of the Uniform Federal Policy for Quality
Assurance Plans (UFP-QAPP) (U.S. EPA 2005) and EPA Guidance for Quality Assurance Project
Plans, EPA QA/G-5, QAMS (U.S. EPA 2002).

2. Identify regulatory program: Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability
Act of 1980 (CERCLA).

3. This SAP is a project-specific SAP.

4. List dates of scoping sessions that were held:

Date
Introductory Session - Tetra Tech, & Mid Atlantic 10/21/2010
Introductory Session (RPM Meeting) — Tetra Tech, Mid
Atlantic, USEPA Region |, RIDEM 11/17/2010
Technical Session (Tetra Tech) 12/21/2010

5. List dates and titles of any SAP documents written for previous site work that are relevant to the
current investigation.

Title Date

Draft Work Plan for Site Closure, Tank Farm 2, Foster Wheeler Environmental

Corporation. September 2003
Draft Condensed Work Plan for Soil and Groundwater Sampling, Tank Farm 2,

Tetra Tech EC, Inc. May 2005

Work Plan for Monitoring Well Installation, Tank Farm 2, Tetra Tech EC, Inc. July 2005

Email titled: ‘Tank Farm 2 Summary of issues for SAP’ (Table A-1 attached).

Email sent from Tetra Tech to EPA and RIDEM on date indicated. December 14, 2010

6. List organizational partners (stakeholders) and connection with lead organization:

U.S. EPA, Regulatory Oversight NAVFAC, Mid-Atlantic — Responsible Party
RIDEM, Regulatory Oversight Tetra Tech, Contractor to NAVFAC
NAVSTA, Property Holder

7. Lead organization

U.S. Navy (NAVFAC Mid Atlantic)

8. If any required SAP elements or required information are not applicable to the project or are provided
elsewhere, then note the omitted SAP elements and provide an explanation for their exclusion below:

None
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Revision Number: 0
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N f SAP Telephone Number E-mail Add Maili Document Control
;r;ceipoients Title/Role Organization oot I -mal Adrsrsess(s)r ailing Number
(Optional) (Optional)
Remedial Project NAVFAC Mid . .
Roberto Pagtalunan, PE Manager (RPM) Atlantic 757-341-2010 roberto.pagtalunan@navy.mil Not applicable (NA)
Darlene Ward IR Program Contact NAVFAC Newport 401-841-6376 darlene.ward@navy.mil NA
TBD Project Chemist NAVFAC Atlantic TBD TBD NA
Dave Barclift Ecological Risk NAVFAC 215-897-4913 | david.barclift@navy.mil NA
Assessor
Remedial Project USEPA Region 1
Kymberlee Keckler Manager (RPM) Federal Facilities 617-918-1385 keckler.kymberlee @epa.gov NA
Remedial Project RIDEM Div Site .
Pamela Crump Manager (RPM) Remediation 401-222-2797 pamela.crump@dem.ri.gov NA
Dabra Seiken E’F:'c\))lt)act Manager Tetra Tech 978-474-8400 dabra.seiken@tetratech.com NA
Tom Johnston Quality Assurance .
(electronic copy) Manager (QAM) Tetra Tech 412-921-8615 tom.johnston@tetratech.com NA
Matt Soltis Health and Safety .
(electronic copy) Manager (HSM) Tetra Tech 412-921-8912 matt.soltis@tetratech.com NA
Field Operations
Kayleen Jalkut Leader_(FOL_)/PrOJect Tetra Tech 978-474-8400 kayleen.jalkut@ tetratech.com NA
Geologist/ Site
Safety Officer (SSO)
Kelly Carper Project Chemist Tetra Tech 412-921-7090 kelly.carper@tetratech.com NA
Jennifer Obrin Laboratory PM Kata_hdm Analytlc_al 207-874-2400 jobrin@katahdinlab.com NA
Services (Katahdin)
TestAmerica - jill.kellmann@testamericainc.com
Jill Kellmann Laboratory PM West Sacramento 916-374-4402 M : NA
(TestAmerica)
Administrative
Glenn Wagner Record Manager Tetra Tech 412-320-2211 glenn.wagner@tetratech.com NA
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SAP Worksheet #4 -- Project Personnel Sign-Off Sheet
(UEP-QAPP Manual Section 2.3.2)

Project personnel who are responsible for implementing portions of the SAP will be provided copies of the applicable SAP sections. Their signatures or email
receipt date will indicate that they have read the applicable SAP sections and will perform the tasks as described. If only a portion of the SAP was reviewed, then
personnel should note which sections were reviewed.

Telephone ; ; Date SAP Read
Name Organization/Title/Role Number Signature/email receipt SAP Section Reviewed
(optional)
Dabra Seiken Tetra Tech/PM, general project 978-474-8400 See Worksheet #1 All
management
Kayleen Jalkut Tetra Tech/FOL/Project Geologist, 978-474-8400 All
and SSO
Tetra Tech/QAM, quality
Tom Johnston assurance management, data 412-921-8615 See Worksheet #1 All
quality review oversight
Tetra Tech/Project Chemist,
Kelly Carper g;\boratory procurement oversight, 412-921-7090 All
ata quality review, and chemistry
support
Tetra Tech/Field Sample
Peter Seward Collection Specialist/ Sample 978-474-8400 All
collection, shipment
Tetra Tech/Database
Gary Glennon specialist/Geographic Information 978-474-8400 All

System (GIS) and analytical data
presentation and analysis

Jennifer Obrin

Katahdin/PM

207-874-2400

Worksheets #15, 19, 20,
23, 24, 25, 28, 30, 34

Jill Kellmann

TestAmerica/PM

916-374-4402

Worksheets #15, 19, 20,
23, 24, 25, 28, 30, 34

David Barclift

Navy/ Risk Assessor

215-897-4913

All
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SAP Worksheet #5 -- Project Organizational Chart

(UFP-QAPP Manual Section 2.4.1)

Lines of Authority

Kymberlee Pamela
Keckler EPA Crump RIDEM
RPM RPM

617-918-1385 401-222-2797

~

Darlene Ward
NAVY
IR Program
Contact

-

.

401-841-6376

~

Matt Soltis
Tetra Tech
Health and .
Safety :
Manager
412-921-8912 Kayleen
Jalkut
Tetra Tech
/ FOL/Project
Geologist /

SSO
978-474-8400

J

/\

-

Peter Seward Nicole Cofrin

Tetra Tech Tetra Tech
Field crew ==xxqd  GIS specialists
member

- J

Lines of Communication

Roberto Pagtalunan,
PE NAVY
RPM
757-341-2010

Dabra Seiken
Tetra Tech
Project Manager
978-474-8400

4 )

Lee Leck
Tetra Tech
Data
Manager 412-
921-7090

—

Title: Sampling and Analysis Plan
Document No.: W5211722F
Revision Number: 0

Date: July 2013

TBD
NAVY
QA Officer

Tom Johnston
Tetra Tech
Project QAM

412- 921-8615

4 )

Kelly Carper
Tetra Tech
Project
Chemist
412-921-
7090978

/

Jennifer Obrin
Katahdin Analytical
Services, Inc.
Project Manager
207-874-2400

~

Jill Kellman
TestAmerica
Project
Manager
916-374-4402

J
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Project Name: Data Gaps Assessment

Site Location: Portsmouth, Rhode Island

SAP Worksheet #6 -- Communication Pathways

(UFP-QAPP Manual Section 2.4.2)

Title: Sampling and Analysis Plan
Document No.: W5211722F
Revision Number: 0

Date: July 2013

Communication Drivers

Responsible Affiliation

Name

Phone Number
and/or e-mail

Procedure

Regulatory Agency Interface

Tetra Tech PM

Dabra Seiken

978-474-8400

PM will notify the EPA and RIDEM RPMs at
least 48 hours prior to commencement of
field activities and 24 hours prior to a
change in schedule. PM will provide
regulators with weekly field updates via e-
mail, including activities performed that
week and a schedule of planned activities
for the following week. PM will notify
regulators via e-mail within 48 hours after
receipt of a signed concurrence letter from
the Navy RPM to change the scope of work,
and prior to execution of the work.

SAP amendments

Navy Remedial Project Manager
(RPM)

Roberto Pagtalunan

757-341-2010

RPM sends scope change within 1 week of
recognizing need for SAP amendment to
Tetra Tech Program office prior to
implementing any changes in scope.

Changes in schedule

Tetra Tech PM

Dabra Seiken

978-474-8400

FOL informs PM by phone within same day
of recognizing need for change; PM informs
RPM by phone within 24 hours and
prepares schedule concurrence letter, if
deemed necessary by the RPM and PM.

Issues in the field that result in changes in scope
of field work

Tetra Tech FOL

Kayleen Jalkut

978-474-8400

FOL informs Tetra Tech PM by phone
within same day of identifying field issue.
PM approves change same day, if
warranted. Document via FMR form.

Issues in the field that result in changes in scope
of work

Tetra Tech FOL
Tetra Tech PM

Kayleen Jalkut
Dabra Seiken

978-474-8400
978-474-8400

FOL informs PM by phone within same day
of identifying issue; PM informs RPM by
phone within 24 hours, if warranted. PM
sends a concurrence letter to Navy RPM, if
warranted, within 7 days. RPM signs the
letter within 5 days of receipt. Scope
change is to be implemented before work is
executed. Document the change on a FMR
form.

Recommendations to stop work and initiate work
upon corrective action

Tetra Tech FOL/SSO
Tetra Tech PM

Tetra Tech QAM
Navy RPM

Kayleen Jalkut
Dabra Seiken

Tom Johnston
Roberto Pagtalunan

978-474-8400
978-474-8400
412-921-8615
757-341-2010

Responsible Party informs subcontractors,
the Navy, and Project Team by phone
within 1 business day of identifying need to
stop work.
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Communication Drivers

Responsible Affiliation

Name

Phone Number
and/or e-mail

Procedure

Analytical data quality issues

Katahdin PM

TestAmerica PM

Tetra Tech Project Chemist
Navy RPM

Jennifer Obrin

Jill Kellmann

Kelly Carper
Roberto Pagtalunan

207-874-2400
916-374-4402
412-921-7090

757-341-2010

The Laboratory PM will notify (verbally or
via e-mail) the Tetra Tech Project Chemist
within one business day of when an issue
related to laboratory data quality is
discovered.

The Tetra Tech Project Chemist will notify
(verbally or via e-mail) the data validation
manager (DVM) and the Tetra Tech PM
within one business day.

Tetra Tech Project Chemist notifies Tetra
Tech PM verbally or via e-mail within 48
hrs. of validation completion that a non-
routine and significant laboratory quality
deficiency has been detected that could
affect this project and/or other

projects. The Tetra Tech PM verbally
advises the NAVFAC RPM within 24 hours
of notification from the project chemist. The
NAVFAC RPM takes corrective action that
is appropriate for the identified

deficiency. Examples of significant
laboratory deficiencies include data
reported that has a corresponding failed
tune or initial calibration verification.
Corrective actions may include a consult
with the NAVFAC Navy Chemist.

Note: Telephone notifications to be documented via email.
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Project Name: Data Gaps Assessment
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SAP Worksheet #7 -- Personnel Responsibilities Table
UFP-QOAPP Manual Sectirﬁ.4.3)

Title: Sampling and Analysis Plan
Document No.: W5211722F
Revision Number: 0

Date: July 2013

Organizational

Name Title/Role Affiliation Responsibilities
Roberto Pagtalunan RPM Navy, NAFAC Mid Oversegs project implementation, including contract management. Scoping, data review, and
Atlantic evaluation.
Kymberlee Keckler EPA RPM USEPA Region | Par_t|C|pates in scoping, data review, evaluation, and review of the SAP Addendum. Oversees
project execution for USEPA.
Pamela Crump RIDEM RPM RIDEM, Division of Participates in scoping, data review, evaluation, and review of the SAP Addendum. Oversees
Site Remediation project execution for RIDEM.
As PM, oversees project, financial, schedule, and technical day to day management of the project.
Dabra Seiken PM, Lead Tetra Tech Provides technical review of interpreted data.
Hydrogeologist As Lead Hydrogeologist, supervises field work and preparation of geological interpretation and
text.
As FOL, supervises, coordinates, and performs field sampling activities.
FOL/Proiect As Project Geologist, assimilates geological data, prepares geological interpretation and text.
Kayleen Jalkut Geolo ist/JSSO Tetra Tech As SSO, is responsible for staff training and monitoring site conditions related to personnel safety.
9 Details of the SSO'’s responsibilities are presented in the site-specific Health and Safety Plan
(HASP).
Tom Johnston QAM Tetra Tech Ensures quality aspects of the CLEAN program are implemented, documented, and maintained.
Matt Soltis HSM Tetra Tech Oversees Tetra Tech CLEAN Program Health and Safety Program.
Participates in project scoping, prepares laboratory scopes of work, and coordinates laboratory-
Kelly Carper Project Chemist Tetra Tech related functions with laboratory. Oversees data quality reviews and quality assurance of data
validation deliverables.
Jennifer Obrin Laboratory PM Katahdin

Jill Kellmann

Laboratory PM

Test America

Coordinates analyses with laboratory chemists, ensures that scope of work is followed, provides
quality assurance (QA) of data packages, and communicates with Tetra Tech project staff.

Consolidates data in database. Analyzes and presents analytical data. Maps or oversees mapping

Gary Glennon Data Manager Tetra Tech of data in GIS or other system.

Peter Seward Staff Scientist Tetra Tech Collect, package, an_d ship samples in accordance w_|th t_he SAP. Assimilates analytical data and
prepares text regarding nature and extent of contamination.

Nicole Cofrin GIS Specialist Tetra Tech Map data in GIS.
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Title: Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name: Tank Farm 2, NAVSTA Newport Document No.: W5211722F
Project Name: Data Gaps Assessment Revision Number: 0
Site Location: Portsmouth, Rhode Island

Date: July 2013

SAP Worksheet #8 -- Special Personnel Training Requirements Table
(UEP-QAPP Manual Section 2.4.4)

All field personnel will have appropriate training to conduct the field activities to which they are assigned. Additionally, each site worker will be required to
have completed a 40-hour course (and 8-hour refresher, if applicable) in Health and Safety Training as described under Occupational Safety and Health

Administration (OSHA) 29 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 1910.120(b)(4). Safety requirements are addressed in greater detail in the accompanying
site-specific Tetra Tech Health and Safety Plan (HASP), prepared under separate cover.
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Site Name: Tank Farm 2, NAVSTA Newport Document No.: W5211722F
Project Name: Data Gaps Assessment Revision Number: 0
Site Location: Portsmouth, Rhode Island Date: July 2013

SAP Worksheet #9 -- Project Scoping Session Participants Sheet
(UEP-QAPP Manual Section 2.5.1)

Project Name: Data Gaps Site Name: Tank Farm 2, NAVSTA Newport
Assessment
Projected Date(s) of Site Location: Portsmouth, Rhode Island

Sampling: Jan/Feb 2013
(Category 1)

Project Manager: Dabra
Seiken

Date of Session: October 21, 2010
Scoping Session Purpose: Develop project quality objectives using EPA DQO process

Name Title Affiliation Phgne E-mail Address Project Role
Roberto RPM mﬁYFAC C:i roberto.pagtalunan@navy.mil Remedial Project
Pagtalunan Atlantic 2010 Manager
Winoma NAVFAC | 757- . . : RPM and Team
Johnson RPM Mid- . 341- Winoma.johnson@navy.mil Leader

Atlantic 2008
Stephen Project Tetra 978- Stephen.Parker@tetratech.co - .
474- Facility coordinator
Parker Manager Tech m
8400
Comments/Decisions: Agreed to approach site using same methodology as Tank Farm 4/5 sites, where
hazardous materials releases are addressed as Category 1 under CERCLA, and fuel
/ petroleum and related releases are addressed as Category 2 under RIDEM UST
regulations. At this site AOCs where uncontrolled burning of sludge is suspected will
be Category 1 areas.
Use of Category 3 is uncertain.
Action Items: None
Consensus Decisions: None

Page 18 of 100




Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan Title: Sampling and Analysis Plan

Site Name: Tank Farm 2, NAVSTA Newport Document No.: W5211722F
Project Name: Data Gaps Assessment Revision Number: 0
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Project Name: Remedial
Investigation

Projected Date(s) of Sampling:
Jan/Feb 2013 (Category 1)

Project Manager: Dabra Seiken

Site Name: Tank Farm 2, NAVSTA Newport

Site Location: Portsmouth, Rhode Island

Date of Session: November 17, 2010
Scoping Session Purpose: Develop project quality objectives using EPA DQO process

Name Title Affiliation Phone # E-mail Address Project Role
. Project 978-474- . Project manager,
Dabra Seiken Manager Tetra Tech 8400 dabra.seiken@tetratech.com Lead Geologist
Roberto RPM NAVFAC 757-341- . Remedial Project
Pagtalunan Mid-Atlantic | 2010 roberto.pagtalunan@navy.mil Manager
Kymberlee 617-918- Remedial Project
Keckler RPM USEPA 1385 kymberlee.keckler@epa.gov Manager
Project 978-474- o .
Stephen Parker Manager Tetra Tech 8400 stephen.parker@tetratech.com Facility coordinator
i 401-222- . ) Remedial Project
Gary Jablonski | RPM RIDEM 2797 Gary.Jablonski@dem.ri.gov Manager )

Comments/Decisions:

Action ltems:

Consensus Decisions:

For Tank Farms 4 and 5, Category 3 areas are areas that do not fall into Category 1
or 2. A shed identified by RIDEM was the only category 3 area. However, at Tank
Farm 2, there are PCBs in soil near transformers. If facilities are operational (i.e.
power is active to a transformer), that would be a facility issue and releases would be
reported to RIDEM and likely addressed under state jurisdiction by the facility directly,
and not through the IR program, and therefore not be addressed under CERCLA.

The Navy concluded that existing AOCs associated with active utilities will not be
addressed under this remedial investigation.

None

None
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Title: Sampling and Analysis Plan
Document No.: W5211722F

Revision Number: 0
Date: July 2013

Project Name: Data Gaps
Investigation

Projected Date(s) of Sampling:
Jan/ Feb 2013 (Category 1)

Project Manager: Dabra
Seiken

Site Name: Tank Farm 2, NAVSTA Newport

Site Location: Portsmouth, Rhode Island

Date of Session: December 21,

2010

Scoping Session Purpose: Develop project quality objectives

Name Title Affiliation Phone # | E-mail Address Project Role
. Project 978-474- . Project manager,
Dabra Seiken Manager Tetra Tech 8400 dabra.seiken@tetratech.com Lead Geologist
. 978-474- .
Ann Franke Chemist Tetra Tech 8400 ann.franke @tetratech.com Chemistry support
Stephen Project 978-474- . .
Parker Manager Tetra Tech 8400 stephen.parker@tetratech.com Facility coordinator
. 978-474- .
Amy Carey Geologist Tetra Tech 8400 amy.carey@tetratech.com Field Staff

Comments/Decisions:

Discussed technical details of sampling program.

The team agreed to conduct investigations at the four former sludge burning pit AOCs,
placing borings within each area. Borings will be located in a square (15 foot by 15 foot)
grid pattern across each area to allow delineation of the extent of contamination and
collect data to represent the conditions in the surface and subsurface soil within the area.

The study areas will be established to be 50% larger than the sludge burning area. The
four units range in size from 600 square feet to 4,800 square feet. This limit is intended to
reflect a conservative exposure area for an industrial worker, where that worker’s duties
may keep him/her exposed to the impacted soil.

Action Items: None

Consensus Decisions: None
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SAP Worksheet #10 -- Conceptual Site Model
(UEP-QOAPP Manual Section 2.5.2)

10.1 SITE LOCATION AND BACKGROUND

Tank Farm 2 (“the Site”) is located in the Melville section of Portsmouth, Rhode Island, just north of
Newport, Rhode Island, close to the eastern shore of Narragansett Bay (Figure 1). It is situated on the
crest of a hill, and the topography across the property slopes westward toward the bay. Melville North
pond is the closest surface (fresh) water body, located approximately 400 feet northeast of the Site

(Figure 1). Groundwater flow at the Site is to the west and northwest.

The Site encompasses approximately 70 acres. It is bordered by undeveloped woodlands to the west
and the Naval Fire Department to the northwest. The Melville Campground and Recreational Area
borders the Site to the north and east. The Newport Naval Cable TV property and the Melville Naval

Family Housing complex are located to the southeast and south (Figure 2).

The ground surface of the Site is currently covered in vegetation, such as brush and grasses, with a few
clear areas along paved access roads. The property is enclosed along the perimeter with a security
fence. Access to the property is via Defense Highway, which runs along the western border of the Site,
between the property and Narragansett Bay. The Site has eleven 2.5-million gallon capacity, concrete,
USTs (Tanks 19 through 29) (Figure 2), that are installed in blasted bedrock sockets.

The Site also contains:

1) underground fuel distribution lines installed 10-feet below grade in concrete-lined utility trenches;

2) an underdrain system (ring drain) around each UST that collects and transfers excess
groundwater away from the USTSs;

3) sump pump chambers in the pump house next to each UST that contain pumps for the fuel
distribution lines and the ring drain;

4) buried piping connecting the fuel distribution lines and the pump houses;

5) a UST vent and a gauging house connected to each UST; and

6) support buildings, including Building 219 (B219), a former electrical service/transformer building.

In accordance with decisions made by the project team (Worksheet #9), the AOCs at the Site have been
separated into Category 1 (CERCLA- regulated), Category 2 (RIDEM UST Division regulated) areas, and
Category 3 areas (regulatory pathway not yet defined). This SAP has been prepared to address the

Category 1 areas only.

The categories of areas within the tank farms are defined as follows:
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1. Category 1 (CERCLA-regulated) areas — these are locations of releases/suspected releases of
CERCLA hazardous substance(s), which were not the result of DESC'’s petroleum operations.

2. Category 2 (RIDEM UST Division regulated) areas — these locations relate to petroleum
contamination resulting from DESC operations, and which have been, or are currently being,
addressed by DESC.

3. Category 3 areas (additional areas of concern) — areas for which the scope of investigation has

not been determined, a release is not confirmed, and a regulatory pathway is not yet defined.

The Category 1 areas consist of three types of areas/contaminants at Tank Farm 2:

1)

2)

3)

Contaminants associated with burning of tank sludge (polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons
[PAHSs], metals, and dioxins. Sludge may have been deposited on the ground in areas of the
Site. There is some evidence that in some of these areas, the sludge was burned. Burning
sludge can alter the petroleum sludge, potentially producing dioxins and pyrogenic PAHSs,
and release elevated concentrations of heavy metals, all of which may have deposited onto
soil. Heavier petrogenic PAHs that are not combustion related products may also have been
released by this process to the surface soil. The USEPA has stated that areas where

evidence of sludge burning has taken place would be governed by CERCLA.

Areas where polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) may have been released to the environment.
The USEPA has stated that the areas where PCB- containing oils were used would be
governed by CERCLA.

Areas where lead may have been released to the environment from the storage of painted
buoys. The USEPA has stated that areas where lead-based paint has been released to the

environment could be governed by CERCLA.

The Category 1 portions of the Site that have not been adequately characterized with respect to PAHSs,

metals, dioxins and/or PCBs and require further investigation are:

10.2

1)

2)
3)

AOC 001, AOC-003; AOC-004 and AOC-005. (Areas where sludge may have been
deposited on the ground and burned);
Building 219 (Former Transformer Building), and

Former buoy storage area.

SITE HISTORY

The US Navy has owned the Site since at least the 1940s. The USTs were constructed in the 1940s. The
tanks stored No.5 fuel oil from the 1940s to 1975, distillate fuel from 1975 to 1985, and marine diesel fuel
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from 1985 until the mid-1990s. Tank 22 was taken out of service and cleaned in the 1970s and then used
as a storage tank for sludge. The tanks still remain on Site although they have not been used for fuel
storage since tank closure activities were performed in 1996 and 1997. The Site was operated by the
Navy until 1974, when the property was leased to the DESC. The DESC actively operated the Site until
the 1990s, when the tanks were emptied and cleaned. The DESC still maintains contractual control of

the property although it is not in active operation.

The USTs at the Site were periodically cleaned and the bottoms of the tank pumped to remove
accumulated sediments and water (sludge). Historical information suggests that this sludge was released
to the surface soil in the vicinity of each tank, from the 1940s to the mid-1970s (Envirodyne Engineers,
Inc., 1983). Since that time, the sludge was reportedly disposed of at off-site facilities. In addition, sludge
was reportedly stored in Tank 22. The open burning of sludge in four locations (AOC-001; -003; -004,
and -005) near Tanks 19 and 21 (Figure 3) was postulated, based on an analysis of aerial photographs
from the 1940s to the 1990s (TtEC, 2005).

All of the tanks and accessible tank equipment (pumps, interior pipelines and vaults) were emptied and
cleaned in 1996/1997 and have not been used for fuel storage/distribution since that time. The piping
was decommissioned. The USTs were also structurally inspected after the cleaning and all were found to
contain cracks in the sides or bottoms.  Tanks and fuel distribution piping were again cleaned in 2001.
The USTs were ballasted with about 1.25 million gallons of water each. The results of the cleaning and

decommissioning activities are provided in Appendix A, Table A-1.

Environmental investigations and remediation were previously performed at the Site by consultants hired
by the DESC. These investigations were performed under the RIDEM regulations. The DESC and Navy

are working to turn control of the Site back to the Navy.

10.3 GEOLOGY

The Site is located in the southeastern portion of the Narragansett Basin. The basin is underlain by
Pennsylvanian age, non-marine, sedimentary and metamorphic rocks, including the Rhode Island
Formation. Bedrock at the Site is described mostly as shale that is weathered and/or metamorphosed.
Siltstones, sandstones and conglomerates have also been observed at the Site, but in much less
abundance. Bedrock is generally observed 5 to 15 feet below ground surface (bgs). Overburden
materials consist of glacial sediments that are a mixture of silts, sands, and gravels and usually classified

as glacial till. Fill, which is usually reworked material from the Site, is also present in the overburden.

Groundwater is usually encountered approximately 5 to 30 feet bgs. The water table is usually within the

bedrock. Groundwater flows in a westerly/northwesterly direction toward Narragansett Bay.
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10.4 SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL WORK CONDUCTED

The first environmental investigation was an Initial Assessment Study (IAS) completed by Envirodyne
Engineers Inc. in 1983. Upon completion of the IAS, the Site was recognized as an area that required
further environmental investigation, because petroleum sludge had been placed on the ground, but no

samples were collected from the Site at that time.

The following sections list investigative and remedial actions previously conducted at the Site under the
direction of the DESC.

10.4.1 Tank Closure

Tank closure activities took place between September 1996 and May 1997 under the direction of DESCs
environmental consultant. Additional tank and pipe cleaning was completed by DESCs environmental
consultant between January and August 2001. These closure activities for each of the 11 tanks are

detailed in Appendix A, Table A-1.

10.4.2 Monitoring Well Installation and Sampling

GZA GeoEnvironmental, Inc. (GZA) installed 11 monitoring wells (one adjacent to each UST) between
October and December of 1996 (GZ-201 to GZ-211) and an additional 17 monitoring wells between
September and October 1997 (GZ-212 to GZ-228) (Figure 2). Several sampling events were conducted
from 1997 to 2009, with groundwater samples analyzed at various times for total petroleum hydrocarbons
(TPHSs), volatile organic compounds (VOCs), semivolatile organic compounds (SVOCs), PAHSs, and total
and dissolved lead. Wells GZ-202 and GZ-208 were sampled once for an oil-water mixture and the lab
performed a petroleum fingerprint analysis on the samples. The hydrocarbons in the samples
represented hydrocarbons in the Number 2 Fuel Oil boiling point range. Details of the groundwater
sampling events are presented in Appendix A, Table A-2. The sample results for the wells associated

with each tank are presented in Appendix A, Tables A-3.1 through A-3.13.

Table A-1 (Appendix A of this SAP) summarizes the monitoring wells, the analytical fractions analyzed,
and the exceedances of RIDEM standards associated with each tank. LNAPL was detected in the most
recent gauging/sampling rounds (2009) in wells GZ-202, GZ-208, GZ-211 (Tanks 20, 26, and 29,

respectively). No other exceedances were found in the groundwater samples.

10.4.3 Soil Boring Sampling

During the installation of monitoring wells in 1996 (GZ-201 to GZ-211) and 1997 (GZ-212 to GZ-228), soil/
weathered bedrock samples were collected every 5 feet from the ground surface to the bottom of the
Page 24 of 100



Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan Title: Sampling and Analysis Plan

Site Name: Tank Farm 2, NAVSTA Newport Document No.: W5211722F
Project Name: Data Gaps Assessment Revision Number: 0
Site Location: Portsmouth, Rhode Island Date: July 2013

boring, and sample headspace was screened for total VOCs using a photo-ionization detector (PID) and
flame-ionization detector (FID). Typically, the soil/weathered bedrock sample from each boring that
demonstrated the highest total VOC concentrations was sent to the laboratory.  Twenty-two

soil/weathered bedrock samples were submitted to the laboratory for TPH, VOC and PAH analyses.

In May 1997, GZA completed 35 shallow soil borings (B-1 to B-35) along the fuel distribution lines (Figure
2). Borings were advanced to a depth of approximately 12-feet. One soil sample was collected from
each boring at a depth of approximately 10 to 12 feet, which is just below the 10-foot deep concrete lined
utility trench that houses the fuel distribution lines (Figure 2). The sample was screened using a PID and

a FID and then submitted to the laboratory for TPH analysis.

Soil sample analytical results are summarized in Tables A-3.1 through A-3.13, presented in Appendix A.
As summarized in Table A-1 and in detail on Table A-3.9, in 1996 a soil sample collected at 15 to 17 feet
bgs in boring GZ-209 exceeded the RIDEM GB Leachability Criteria with a TPH concentration of 5,600
milligrams per kilogram (mg/kg). However, the groundwater sample results from well GZ-209 did not

exceed the RIDEM standard. No other exceedances were identified for the soil samples.

10.4.4 Soil Testing & Excavation

From May 2005 to June 2006, Tetra Tech EC (TtEC) performed soil testing and remedial excavations at

the Site in support of a SIRAR. This work was done in accordance with the following work plans:

Draft Work Plan for Site Closure, Tank Farm 2, September 2003, Foster Wheeler Environmental
Corporation.

Draft Condensed Work Plan for Soil and Groundwater Sampling, Tank Farm 2, February 2005,
Tetra Tech EC, Inc.

These work plans identified AOCs to be investigated at the Site. The initial (2003) work plan identified
AOCs based on previous sampling and gauging activities on site. As a result of RIDEM comments, the
subsequent (2005) work plan identified historical AOCs based on the analysis of aerial photographs from
the 1940s to the 1990s. These historical AOCs were explored during the 2005-2006 SIRAR.

A complete list of the AOCs explored appears in the July 2006 SIRAR (TtEC, 2006). AOCs numbered
TF2-001 to TF2-043 were identified based on historical aerial photographs, and the locations of an
additional 14 AOCs (not numbered) were identified by RIDEM and included in the investigation. These
additional AOCs included the areas surrounding the transformers and power poles on the Site, as well as
the soils touching the side walls and below the vents of each tank. Additional information regarding these
AOC:s is provided in the SIRAR (TtEC, 2006).
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Soils at the explored areas were tested and analyzed and, based on the results; remedial excavations
were performed, where necessary. These activities are summarized in Appendix A in Table A-1 and

described below.
Soil Testing

The AOCs (identified by aerial photography) (TF2-001 through TF2-043) were evaluated in the field in
December 2004. Nine AOCs (008, 011, 021, 025, 032, 038, 039, 040, and 041) were determined to be
physical features, construction related, or bedrock outcrops that had the appearance of ground staining
on the aerial photos. As a result, these AOCs were not investigated in the work that followed and are no

longer considered AOCs.

The remaining AOCs were investigated during the SIRAR using PetroﬂagTM screening for TPH. Shallow
test pits were dug within each AOC and samples were collected from the four sidewalls and the bottom of
the test pits. Test pits ranged in length from 24 to 254 feet, depending on the size of the AOC. Samples
were screened for TPH using Petroflag™ and the samples with results >100 parts per million (ppm) were

analyzed for TPH by the laboratory.

The laboratory TPH analysis included diesel range organics (DROs) and/or GROs. DRO and GRO
analyses were performed for the AOCs associated with the JP-5 soil piles identified on historic aerial
photographs, these included AOCs 022, 026, 033, 034, 035, and 036. All other samples only had DRO
analysis. The location of the former JP-5 soil pile, also the general area where Naval buoys were
formerly stored, is shown on Figure 2. If laboratory analysis revealed a TPH concentration between 100
and 500 mg/kg, the sample was tested for VOCs and SVOCs. If TPH concentration was greater than
2,500 mg/kg (RIDEMs industrial/ commercial [IC] direct exposure concentration [DEC]), the area was
automatically flagged for remediation (AOC 028, AOC 037, Tank 25 sidewall). Where lab analysis
revealed a TPH concentration of greater than 500 mg/kg (RIDEMs Residential DEC [RDEC]) but less
than 2,500 mg/kg, the sampling location was re-sampled. Re-sampled areas were also analyzed for
VOCs and SVOCs if TPH results were greater than 100 mg/kg.

In addition to the AOCs, each of the eleven tanks at the Site was investigated during the SIRAR by
excavating test pits adjacent to the downgradient side of each tank to a depth of 10 feet and sampling
and analyzing soil from the excavations. One base sample and four sidewall samples were collected at a
depth of 5 feet and one base and four sidewall samples were collected at a depth of 10 feet. Soil
samples were screened with PetroflagT'VI and results greater than 100 parts per million (ppm) were
analyzed for TPH by a laboratory. Within the test pit adjacent to Tank 25, a release was discovered and
remedial action, involving large scale soil (over 2,000 cubic yards) excavation, was performed. Soil was

excavated until confirmatory analysis showed remaining soil contaminant concentrations to be below
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RIDEMs RDECs and ICDECs for VOCs, SVOCs, and TPH (Refer to Tables A-1 and A-3.1 through A-
3.13, Appendix A).

Beneath each tank vent surface soil sampling was conducted. A soil sample from 1-foot depth was
collected beneath each vent and analyzed for TPH. TPH was not detected above RIDEMs ICDEC.

Soil samples were collected at Building 219 during the SIRAR in June of 2005. Four surface soil samples
(0-6 inches) were collected (one at each side of the building) and analyzed for VOCs and PCBs. Aroclor
1260 was detected above RIDEMs ICDEC and RDEC (2 samples) and EPAs industrial RSL (three

samples) and EPAs residential RSL (all samples).

The former buoy storage area was investigated as several AOCs: AOC-022, -026, -033, -034, -035 and -
036 (Table A-1, Appendix A). The results of the soil and groundwater sampling and analysis in this area is
detailed in Appendix A. In summary, results of the sampling and analysis indicated some elevated

petroleum-related constituents, but not at concentrations requiring remedial action.
Remedial Excavations

The DESC performed remedial excavations in areas where contamination was related to fuel storage and
distribution and the TPH concentrations from laboratory analysis of test pit samples were above the I/C
TPH DEC standard. As shown in Appendix A, Table A-1, remediation was performed at Tank 25, AOC-
028, and AOC-037.

Soil was excavated outward from the location of the soil sample that exceeded the I/C TPH DEC
standard. The excavation was directed toward petroleum contaminated soil by TPH screening using
PetroflagTM, which was performed on soil from the sidewalls and base of the excavations. Soil samples
were taken from the sidewalls and bottoms of the excavations to determine whether removal of
contaminated soil was complete. These samples were sent to the laboratory for analysis. There were no

post-remedial excavation exceedances of the I/C TPH DEC for TPH.
10.5 CONCEPTUAL SITE MODEL
Figure 4 presents the conceptual site model (CSM) for the Site. The CSM is also described below:

e Potential contaminants associated with the burning of sludge (PAHs, dioxins, and furans [hereafter
referred to as “dioxins”], and metals) were likely released, by placing combustion sludge on the
ground, at the former burn locations shown on Figure 3. Although fuels formerly stored in the Tanks
contain only trace amounts of heavy metals, these trace concentrations become concentrated in tank
bottom sludges and more concentrated following combustion of the sludge.
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o Small quantities of constituents could dissolve from the sludge and migrate vertically downward,
potentially reaching groundwater. These contaminants could migrate in groundwater
downgradient to the west, which is the direction of groundwater flow at the tank farm.
Groundwater testing in monitoring wells located between 100 and 200 feet downgradient (west)

of these areas indicates that groundwater has not been impacted by sludge burning.

o0 Small quantities of constituents could migrate in the smoke from the combustion of this material.
These constituents would have dispersed and been deposited via aerial deposition. The
concentrations from this deposition mechanism would be diluted due to the large area over which

the deposition would occur.

o0 Small quantities of constituents could also be transported over the ground surface via overland
flow following a precipitation event. However, the vast majority of the constituents are expected
to be confined to the former burn areas and immediately surrounding and beneath the former

burn areas.

PCBs, as Aroclor 1260, associated with the transformer building (Building 219), have been
detected in surface soil. The locations with the highest concentration of PCBs are near the doors
to the building (Figure 5). These are likely associated with the use of PCB-containing transformer
oils in the transformers in the building. The release(s) are associated with incidental spillage to
the surface soil during routine use and maintenance of the transformers in the building.

e The storage of Naval buoys was observed on aerial photography in a portion of the site west of Tank
28. Lead-based paint from buoys could have weathered and lead could have been released to the

soil.

Currently, the site is largely unused and exposure to human receptors is limited. There is some limited
hunting allowed by Navy personnel, otherwise the Site is unused. The current receptors to environmental
contamination include terrestrial biota and human receptors that could be exposed to surface soail.
Potential human receptors include trespassers and limited recreational users (hunters). Subsurface soil
is not accessible, as the site is unused and vacant. Groundwater is not accessible, as there are no water
supply wells at the site. Potential terrestrial ecological receptors, such as plants, soil invertebrates,
mammals, birds, and reptiles, can be exposed to contaminated surface soil. Most terrestrial receptors are

not substantially exposed to subsurface soils. There are no surface water bodies or sediment at the Site.
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10.6 AREAS REQUIRING FURTHER INVESTIGATION

As described in Section 10.4.4, Site soils were removed by the DESC in areas where contamination was
related to fuel storage and distribution, with TPH used as an indicator of contamination. In the course of
reviewing the various investigations described above, areas requiring further testing/exploration were
identified. A description of these areas is provided in Appendix A, Table A-1. The additional
investigations required are presented in the column titled “Next Steps”; all areas with an entry other than

“No further action” in that column require further investigation.

Similar to how Tank Farms 3, 4, and 5 are being handled, continued investigation, remedial efforts and
site closure at the Site fall under different regulatory categories. This SAP is only for the Category 1

areas that are currently identified:

e AOC TF2-001; former suspected tank sludge burn area (Figure 3)
e AOC TF2-003; former suspected tank sludge burn area (Figure 3)
e AOC TF2-004; former suspected tank sludge burn area (Figure 3)
e AOC TF2-005; former suspected tank sludge burn area (Figure 3)
e Building 219; former Transformer Building (Figure 2)

e Former Naval Buoy storage area (Figure 2)

This SAP addresses the required investigations for these areas, as identified in Appendix A, Table A-1.
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SAP Worksheet #11 -- Project Quality Objectives/Systematic Planning Process Statements
(UFP-QAPP Manual Section 2.6.1)

The following text describes the development of project quality objectives (PQOs) using the USEPA data
quality objective (DQO) process. The primary data users of this investigation will be Tetra Tech and the

Navy.

111 PROBLEM STATEMENTS

Former Sludge Burning Areas -Several AOCs at the Site (AOC TF2-001, AOC TF2-003, AOC TF2-004,
and AOC TF2-005) have been identified as having a history of burning of tank bottom sludge (Figure 3).

Burning of petroleum sludge can potentially alter the sludge, releasing dioxins, metals, and PAHs to soils
at concentrations exceeding risk screening criteria. The nature and extent of such contamination has not
been established. The Project Team determined that contaminants related to sludge burning will be
classified as Category 1, and an investigation and evaluation of environmental media under Category 1
shall be conducted so that, if necessary, a CERCLA risk assessment can be performed. Therefore, data
must be collected in accordance with the Navy and USEPA policies for conducting risk assessments
under CERCLA. Additionally, regardless of the category of the AOC, RIDEM has requested that TPH

data be collected at the former sludge burning areas.

In order to determine whether a risk assessment is necessary, the following problem must be resolved:
Problem: The Navy must determine the nature and extent of contamination related to burning of
sludge in soil at AOC TF2-001, AOC TF2-003, AOC TF2-004, and AOC TF2-005, and must conduct a

risk screening of data collected that represents the current conditions of these areas.

Building 219 — Former_Transformer Area — Previous surface soil sampling around the building

indicated the presence of PCBs (Aroclor 1260) at concentrations up to 18,000 pg/Kg total PCBs, greater
than screening criteria. However, the extent of PCB-contaminated soil must be determined. The Project
Team determined that contaminants related to Building 219 will be classified as Category 1, and an
investigation and evaluation of environmental media under Category 1 shall be conducted so that, if
necessary, a CERCLA risk assessment can be performed. Therefore, data must be collected in
accordance with the Navy and USEPA policies for conducting risk assessments under CERCLA. In order

to determine whether a risk assessment is necessary, the following problem must be resolved:
Problem: The Navy must determine the extent of contamination related to surface spills of PCB-

containing oil at Building 219, and must conduct a risk screening of data collected that represents the

current conditions of this area.
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Former Buoy Storage Area -Several AOCs at the Site (AOC -022, -026, -033, -034, -035, and -036)

have been identified for the area where Naval buoys were formerly stored. Buoys are often painted with

lead-based paint that can potentially cause a release of lead to the soil at concentrations exceeding risk
screening criteria. The Project Team determined that contaminants related to lead-based paint will be
classified as Category 1, and an investigation and evaluation of environmental media under Category 1
shall be conducted so that, if necessary, a CERCLA risk assessment can be performed. Therefore, data
must be collected in accordance with the Navy and USEPA policies for conducting risk assessments
under CERCLA. In order to determine whether a risk assessment is necessary, the following problem

must be resolved:
Problem: The Navy must determine the nature and extent of lead contamination, if any, related to
storage of Naval buoys, and must conduct a risk screening of data collected that represents the
current condition of these areas.

11.2 IDENTIFY INPUTS TO PROBLEM RESOLUTION

The inputs needed to resolve the problems identified in Section 11.1 include field measurements,
laboratory chemical data, and PSLs as described below. Field tasks to be performed to collect these data

inputs are summarized in Worksheet #14.

11.2.1 Laboratory Chemical Data

The following Category 1 chemical data from fixed-base laboratory analyses are needed and the list of

target analytes is presented in Worksheets #15a:

e For the former sludge burning area problems, concentrations of PAHs, TPH, dioxins, and metals in
surface and subsurface soil are needed. These analytical groups were identified as the most likely
classes of contaminants associated with the burning of petroleum sludge and these data are needed
to determine if a risk assessment is necessary. Category 1 data are not needed for groundwater at
this time. The project team will assess the need for groundwater data after the analytical results from

the soil sampling are received.

e For Building 219 (former transformer building) PCBs were identified in surface soil in the vicinity of
Building 219. PCBs are the most likely class of contaminants associated with the release(s) in the
vicinity of Building 219 that has not been adequately characterized.  Additional PCB data are also

needed to determine if a risk assessment is necessary.
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e For the former buoy storage area, lead is the most likely contaminant that has not been previously
assessed and that can be associated with storage of painted Naval buoys. Lead in soil data is
needed to augment the lead in groundwater data and to determine if a risk assessment is necessary.

There is no surface water or sediment at the Site.

11.2.2 Project Screening Levels

The newly-collected chemical data will be screened against project screening levels (PSLs) to determine
if laboratory quantitation limits were adequate. (However, in order to resolve the project problems and
make decisions, separate screening levels are described in Section 11.4.) For this project, there are
PSLs for surface and subsurface soil. These PSLs are identified on Worksheet #15 and were selected

using the following rationales:

e Surface soil PSLs — The PSLs are the lowest of the applicable human health risk-screening criteria
(EPA RSLs for residential and industrial soil; the EPA soil to air SSLs and the RIDEM RDEC), the
RIDEM leachability criteria and the selected ecological soil screening levels (SSLs), for the receptors
identified in Section 10.5.

e Subsurface soil PSLs — Ecological risk is only applicable for surface soil. Therefore, the PSLs are

the lowest of the same risk-screening criteria as for surface soil, excluding the ecological SSLs.

(Note: PSLs are subject to change, based on ongoing research, and updated values will be used when

screening is performed. PSLs that are current at the time of the risk screening will be used.)

Fixed laboratory analytical methods must be selected such that the subcontracted laboratories can
achieve limits of quantitation (LOQs) less than or equal to the PSLs, to the extent technically feasible
using conventional methods. To simplify the sampling and analysis procedures, the lowest of the surface
and subsurface PSLs for each analyte was designated as the “soil PSL”, and method selection was
based on this lowest value for all of the types of soil. Worksheet #15 present the PSLs; the selected
methods; and the laboratory LOQs, limits of detection (LODs), and detection limits (DLs) for each analyte,

for soil.

The laboratories will measure concentrations of analytes except dioxins down to the laboratory DL, and of
dioxins down to the sample-specific estimated detection limit (EDL). Positive detections of analytes
except dioxins between the LOQ and the DL, and of dioxins between the LOQ and the EDL, will be
qualified as estimated “J”. The “J" alerts the data user to the increased uncertainty at concentrations
between the DL and LOQ. Use of J-flagged data to achieve project goals is acceptable; however, greater
scrutiny will be applied to J-qualified data.
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Non-detected results will be qualified as “U” and will be reported with an associated value of the LOD,
except for dioxins. Non-detected dioxins results will be reported with an associated value of the EDL, as

provided in the analytical method.

For the purpose of making the decisions identified in Section 11.4, non-detected results with associated
values greater than the screening level will be treated as values that are less than the screening level if
the chemical was not detected in site media during this investigation or in previous investigations;
otherwise, such results will be assigned a value equal to one-half the LOD (or, for dioxins, one-half the
EDL). The limitations on data usability due to unmet sensitivity goals will be evaluated as described in
Worksheet #37 and will be discussed in the project report. The data usability assessment will consider
uncertainty associated with LOQ and/or LOD and EDL values that are greater than the PSL and will
evaluate whether the inability to detect or quantify an analyte at levels equal to or less than the PSL

creates a data gap that has an adverse effect on decision making.

The background data set for various media at NAVSTA Newport will also be used to determine whether
metals present onsite are naturally occurring or site-related. Background data are described in the
“Basewide Background Study Report for Naval Station Newport, Newport Rhode Island” (Tetra Tech, July
2008).

11.3 STUDY BOUNDARIES

Aerial photographs and data previously collected in conjunction with soil and groundwater sampling and
removal actions were used to determine the areas on which to focus the investigation covered in this
SAP. As described in Worksheet #10, Section 10.8, the areas to be investigated were categorized as to

the appropriate regulatory path.

The areas of focus for Category 1, where soil data potentially will be used for CERCLA-type risk
assessment, are four areas where tank bottom sludge was presumably burned (AOC TF2-001, AOC TF2-
003, AOC TF2-004, and AOC TF2-005 (Figure 3) and one area (Building 219) where PCBs were
released to the ground surface (Figure 5) and one area where Naval buoys were stored (Figure 2).
Extent of AOC boundaries were based upon mapped areas (mapped via aerial photography) of the AOC
as provided in the Site Investigation and Remedial Action Report (TtEC, 2006). Two general soil
populations must be represented in order to resolve the Category 1 problems — soil that potentially
contains chemicals related to sludge-burning, PCB releases, or lead based paint releases at

concentrations that exceed the PSLs and background concentrations, and soil that does not.

The soil depth intervals of interest are those set forth by USEPA policy for risk assessment to define
surface soil and subsurface soil. Surface soil is be defined as soil collected to 1 foot bgs. Subsurface soll
is defined as soil collected between 1 and 10 feet bgs or to top of bedrock, whichever is shallower.
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Contaminants from sludge-burning (AOC-003, -004 and -005), or lead based paint releases (buoy storage
area) do not appear to have impacted groundwater because previous groundwater sampling
downgradient of these areas did not indicate contamination (Appendix A). Furthermore, the project team
has agreed to examine the soil data before making the determination whether groundwater sampling is
warranted. Therefore, no groundwater data are necessary for the Category 1 areas. However, the
screening of soil data against protection of groundwater SSLs is of interest to allow a qualitative
evaluation of the potential for chemical migration from soil to groundwater, in the unlikely event that

contaminants migrated through the bedrock.

114 DEVELOP THE ANALYTIC APPROACH

The rules described in this section will be used to evaluate the newly-acquired and usable historical

chemical data and to make decisions regarding the Category 1 problems described in Section 11.1.

11.4.1 Decision Rule

The following rule applies to decisions regarding Problem 1:

If all measured concentrations in all surface and subsurface soil samples collected from a
targeted area are less than background concentrations (if any, see Section 11.4.2) and less than
the screening levels below, then the risk evaluation is complete and there is no unacceptable risk
from the area. In this case, present the data and the risk evaluation in a Data Gaps Assessment
(DGA) report.

It must be noted that screening levels for the decision rules described in this section are different
than PSLs described in Section 11.2.3 (which are used to set desired laboratory quantitation
limits). Soil screening levels are defined as the lowest of the applicable human health risk-

screening criteria, and the selected ecological soil screening levels (SSLs), (for surface soil only).

Furthermore, because the toxicity of individual dioxin and furan congeners vary widely, the
associated screening levels will be the PSLs for total toxicity equivalency (TEQ) of 2,3,7,8-TCDD.
The measured concentrations to be compared with the PSLs will be the total TEQs, calculated by
multiplying each dioxin and furan congener concentration by that congener’s toxicity equivalency
factor (TEF) and summing the results. The total TEQ PSL is the same as the PSL presented in
Worksheet #15 for 2,3,7,8-TCDD, which has a TEF of 1. (The individual congener PSLs
presented in Worksheet #15 will not be compared with individual congener concentrations to
make project decisions in accordance with this decision rule. These individual PSLs are
presented to provide approximate values for the evaluation of analytical sensitivity only). If
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concentrations of surface and subsurface soil samples collected from a targeted area are greater
than surface and subsurface soil screening levels, perform the risk screening evaluation. The
SASE screening evaluation will be prepared with figures and tables, including the presentation of
all exceedances of the applicable human health and ecological criteria identified for surface and
subsurface soil (screening levels), and a meeting will be convened with the Project Team to
discuss the next steps to be taken. Note: The screening levels are the same as the PSLs
(Section 11.2.3) with the exception that the screening levels do not include the protection of
groundwater PSLs and the RIDEM criterion.

Note: If exceedances are “serious enough,” the project team will tend to recommend a baseline
human health and ecological risk assessment to quantify possible unacceptable levels of
exposure to contaminants. In this instance, the risk assessment will be performed and included

in the DGI report.

11.4.2 Background Comparisons

Comparisons to background soil concentrations will be used to evaluate metals contamination. Metals

commonly occur due to their presence in soil, attributable to geologic conditions.

The background dataset for metals is in the Basewide Background Study Report for Naval Station

Newport (Background Study) (Tetra Tech, July 2008). The method used for comparison between
datasets for metals is outlined in the Background Study. For metals, when the soil type present at the site
can be determined or matched to a particular soil type considered in the background study, a standard

comparison can be made using 95% upper concentration limit (UCL) of the two data sets.

115 SPECIFY PERFORMANCE CRITERIA

The sample locations were selected based on the need to characterize the nature and extent of
contamination at the Site. The soil and groundwater analytical data will be used to map the spatial
boundaries of soil and groundwater containing contaminant concentrations exceeding PSLs. Particular
scrutiny will be applied to analytical results below the LOQ when PSLs are below the LOQ. The data

usability evaluation process is described in more detail in Worksheet #37.

The data collected under this SAP are anticipated to be sufficient to delineate the nature and extent of
contamination and support potential baseline risk assessments for the Site. The project team will review
the data as part of the data usability assessment described in Worksheet #37. If any significant data

gaps are identified, the Project Team will determine the next appropriate step.
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11.6 DATA COLLECTION PLAN

The plan for data collection is provided in detail in Worksheet #17.
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SAP Worksheet #12 -- Measurement Performance Criteria Table (note matrix in table entry)
(UEP-QAPP Manual Section 2.6.2)

Measurement Performance Criteria Table — Field QC Samples(l)

QC Sample
Assesses Error
Analytical Data Quality L for Sampling
QC Sample Group Frequency Indicators (DQIs) Measurement Performance Criteria (S), Analytical
(A) or both
(S&A)
Equipment No target analytes > % LOQ (>LOQ for
R?nsgte All analytical One per 20 Accuracy /Bias/ common laboratory contaminants), unless S&A
Blank® groups samples Contamination target analytes in field samples are > 10x those
in rinsate blank.
Soils: Relative percent difference (RPD) must
be < 50%.
. One per 10 L Waters: RPD must be < 30%.
Organics samples Precision S&A
If sample results are < 2x LOQ, professional
judgment is used.
Field For values = 5x LOQ
Duplicates Soils: RPD must be < 50%
Waters: RPD must be < 30%.
One per 10 -
Metals samples Precision For values < 5x LOQ SE&A
Soils: Absolute difference must be < 4x LOQ
Waters: Absolute difference must be < 2x LOQ
for waters.
Temperature | All analg/tical o | R tati T t t be <6 °C S
Blank groups® ne per cooler epresentativeness emperature must be <

1. The measurement performance criteria (MPCs) for laboratory QC samples are presented in Worksheet #28.

2. Equipment rinsate blanks will be collected if non-dedicated sampling equipment is used. 3.

mercury.

For metals, the MPC is only applicable for
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Secondary Data Data Source Data Generator(s) How DS;‘ZXV'” Be Limitations on Data Use
Boring logs will be used No limitations are applicable.
when interpreting geologic
and hydrogeologic data for

Site Investigation Report Tank . the site. Some soil data,
Report Farm No.2. May 1998 GZA GeoEnvironmental, Inc. and groundwater data will
be used for determinations
of nature and extent of
contamination.
Some soil and No limitations are applicable.
Draft Work Plan for Site Foster Wheeler groundwater data will be
Report Closure, Tank Farm 2. Environmental Corporation used for determinations of
September 2003. ) nature and extent of
contamination.
Some soil and No limitations are applicable.
groundwater data will be
Draft Site Investigation and used for determinations of
Report Remedial Action Report Tetra Tech EC. Inc naturg and extent. AOC
(SIRAR) for Tank Farm 2. July T locations and history are
2006. being used to determine
sample locations, size and
analytes.
Addendum 1, Site Investigation Some soil data will be No limitations are applicable.
Report and Remedial Action Report for | Tetra Tech EC, Inc. used for determinations of
Tank Farm 2. April 2009. nature and extent.
L Some LNAPL and No limitations are applicable.
Groundwater Monitoring roundwater data will be
Report Report for Tank Farm 2. Tetra Tech EC, Inc. 9 S
used for determinations of
August 2009.
nature and extent.
Data will be used to
Basewide Background determine if metals
Report Inve.stlgatlon Report, Naval Tetra Tech present onsite are No limitations are applicable.
Station Newport, Newport naturally occurring or a
Rhode Island. July 2008. result of historic site
activities.
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SAP Worksheet #14 -- Summary of Project Tasks
(UFP-QAPP Manual Section 2.8.1)

The following project tasks are summarized in the sections below:

e Field Tasks
e Analytical Tasks
e Data Management and Review

e Project Report

The Tetra Tech and USEPA standard operating procedures (SOPs) and field documentation forms
referred to in this worksheet are included in Appendix C and Appendix D, respectively. Project-specific
procedures for select field tasks are also provided in Appendix E. The field team will follow the project-
specific field procedures unless these procedures do not provide guidance on a specific field task issue.
In that case, the procedures in the cited SOPs will be followed.

14.1 FIELD TASKS

This project will include the following field tasks:

e Mobilization/Demaobilization and Utility Clearance — includes mobilization of equipment and staff to the

site, field team orientation, a site walkover, utility clearance, and demobilization. A DIGSAFE number
and NTEC Newport utility clearance will be obtained prior to mobilizing drilling equipment. Detailed

procedures for mobilization are provided in Appendix E-1.

e Drilling and Soil Sample Collection — Soil borings will be advanced for continuous soil sampling using
drilling methods described in SOP GH-1.3, or direct-push technology described in SOP SA-2.5.
Boring logs will be created according to SOP GH-1.5. Surface and subsurface soil samples for
laboratory analysis will be collected from the borings according to SOP SA-1.3. Project-specific
procedures for drilling and soil sampling are presented in Appendix E-2. The soil samples will be

collected from the vadose zone at the intervals listed in Worksheet #18.

e Field Quality Control Samples — Field quality control (QC) samples will be collected as part of the

investigation, including field duplicates, trip blanks, and equipment rinsate blanks. Worksheet #20

presents the field QC sample summary.
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Field samples to be used for laboratory QC analyses will be assigned by the field sampler on the
chain-of-custody form and sample log sheet. The laboratory will perform matrix spike (MS) and
matrix spike duplicate (MSD) analyses for organic analyses and MS and laboratory duplicate
analyses for metals analysis. Additional sample volume will be collected as necessary for the

laboratory QC analyses.

e Field Instrument Calibration— These procedures are described in Worksheet #22.

e Equipment decontamination — All non-disposable equipment that comes in contact with the sample

medium will be decontaminated according to SOP SA-7.1 to prevent cross-contamination between
sampling points. This includes equipment such as stainless steel bowls, scoops, as well as heavy

equipment. Personnel decontamination is discussed in the HASP.
All heavy equipment, including the drilling rig, rods and augers, and other down-hole equipment used
during site investigation activities, will be decontaminated prior to beginning work and between all

boreholes using a high-pressure steam wash. Potable water will be used for steam-cleaning.

e Investigation-Derived Waste (IDW) Characterization and Disposal — IDW includes decontamination

fluid, used personal protective equipment (PPE), used sampling equipment, and drill cuttings and
excess soil samples. IDW characterization and disposal will be performed after all IDW has been
containerized. IDW shall be handled in accordance with SOP SA-7.1. A summary is presented in
Appendix E-3.

e lLand Surveying — After completion of sample collection, the coordinates of all sample points,

including soil borings, monitoring wells, as well as other pertinent features will be determined by a
Rhode Island registered land surveyor. The coordinates of the features will be incorporated into the
NAVSTA Newport geographic information system (GIS) database and used for site mapping. Details

of land surveying are presented in Appendix E-4.
14.2 ANALYTICAL TASKS
Chemical analysis of soil samples will be performed by subcontracted laboratories. Test America will
perform the dioxin analysis and Katahdin will perform PAH, PCB, TPH (as GRO and ExXTPH) and metals

analyses in accordance with the methods identified in Worksheet #19 and the requirements of the

analytical specifications for laboratory services developed for this work by Tetra Tech (Appendix F).
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TestAmerica and Katahdin will follow the laboratory-specific SOPs (Worksheets #19 and #23) developed,
based on the methods listed in Worksheet #19. Copies of the Laboratory SOPs are included in Appendix
G.

All soil sample analytical results will be reported by the laboratory on a dry-weight basis. Results of
percent moisture will be reported in each analytical data package and electronic data files. This
information will also be captured in the project database, which will eventually be uploaded to NIRIS.

Percent moisture information will also be captured in the Data Gaps Reports.

The analytical data packages provided by Test America and Katahdin will be in a contract laboratory
program-like format and will be fully validatable and contain raw data, summary forms for all sample and
laboratory method blank data, and summary forms containing all method specific quality control (results,

recoveries, relative percent differences, relative standard deviations, and/or percent differences etc.).

14.3 DATA MANAGEMENT

Data management will be performed in accordance with SOP CT-05. Data management procedures will
include the following:

e Project documentation and records

o Field sample collection and field measurement records are described in Worksheets #27 and
#29.
o Laboratory data package deliverables are described in the analytical specifications.

o Data assessment documents and records are listed in Worksheet #29.

e Datarecording formats are described in Worksheet #27.

e Data handling and management - After the field investigation is completed, the field sampling log

sheets will be organized by date and media and filed in the project files. The field logbooks for this
project will be used only for this Site, and will also be categorized and maintained in the project files
after the completion of the field program. Project personnel completing concurrent field activities may
maintain multiple field logbooks. When possible, logbooks will be segregated by sampling activity.
The field logbooks will be titled based on date and activity. The data handling procedures to be
followed by the laboratories will meet the requirements of the technical specification. The electronic
data results will be automatically downloaded into the Tetra Tech database in accordance with

proprietary Tetra Tech processes.
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e Data tracking and control - The Tetra Tech PM (or designee) is responsible for the overall tracking

and control of data generated for the project.

o Data Tracking. Data is tracked from its generation to its archiving in the Tetra Tech project-
specific files. The Project Chemist (or designee) is responsible for tracking the samples collected
and shipped to the contracted laboratory. Upon receipt of the data packages from the analytical
laboratory, the Project Chemist will oversee the data validation effort, which includes verifying that
the data packages are complete and that results for all samples have been delivered by the

analytical laboratory.

o Data Storage, Archiving, and Retrieval. The data packages received from the subcontract
laboratory are tracked in the data validation log book. After the data are validated, the data
packages are entered into the Tetra Tech CLEAN file system and archived in secure files. The
field records including field logbooks, sample logs, chain-of-custody records, and field calibration
logs will be submitted by the FOL to be entered into the CLEAN file system prior to archiving in
secure project files. The project files are audited for accuracy and completeness. At the

completion of the Navy contract, the records will be stored by Tetra Tech.

e Data Security. The Tetra Tech project files are restricted to designated personnel only. Records
can only be borrowed temporarily from the project file using a sign-out system. The Tetra Tech Data
Manager maintains the electronic data files. Access to the data files is restricted to qualified

personnel only. File and data backup procedures are routinely performed.

14.4 DATA REVIEW

Data review is described in other worksheets, as follows:

e Data verification is described in Worksheet #34.
e Data validation is described in Worksheets #35 and #36.

e Usability assessment is described in Worksheet #37.

14.5 PROJECT REPORT

Following completion of the investigations outlined in this SAP, the Navy will prepare a Draft SASE
Report, or a Draft Rl Report, in accordance with the decision rules in Worksheet #11.4. This document
will summarize the investigation activities; describe any issues encountered in the field and corrective

actions taken; provide tables comparing soil and groundwater sampling results to screening criteria,
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defined in Section 11.4.1; and provide figures depicting the locations sampled and the spatial distribution
of contaminants. The report will also provide the appropriate risk analysis as described in Worksheet
11.4. The Draft Technical Report will also contain recommendations for the next steps for the Site based

on these analyses.

The Draft Technical Report will be submitted to RIDEM and the USEPA for review. Upon receipt of
regulatory comments, a response will be prepared, and if warranted, a meeting or conference call will be
held to resolve comments. A Final Technical Report incorporating comments will be issued for inclusion
in the NAVSTA Newport Administrative Record.
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SAP Worksheet #15 — Reference Limits and Evaluation Table
(UFP-QAPP Manual Section 2.8.1)

In Worksheet #15, the Project Screening Level (PSL) is presented in bold font if it is less than the LOQ but greater than or equal to the LOD; and the PSL is
presented as bolded and shaded if it is less than the LOD. The limitations on data usability due to unmet sensitivity goals will be evaluated as described in
Worksheet #37 and discussed in the project report.

Matrix: Soil
. . 3 Soil LO Katahdin Limits *
Analyte® CAS Number A”a'ﬁ’“g(%' Soil F;lf"( ! PSL Gogl LOQ LOD
Metho (maka) | Reference™ | (mglkg) (mg/kg) | (mg/kg) | Pt (M9’ka)
Polycyclic Aromatic
Hydrocarbons
2-Methylnaphthalene 91-57-6 8270D SIM 29 Eco SSL 9.7 0.02 0.01 0.0022
Acenaphthene 83-32-9 8270D SIM 20 Eco SSL 6.7 0.02 0.01 0.0015
Acenaphthylene 208-96-8 8270D SIM 23 Res DEC 7.7 0.02 0.01 0.0012
Anthracene 120-12-7 8270D SIM 29 Eco SSL 9.7 0.02 0.01 0.0012
Benzo(a)anthracene 56-55-3 8270D SIM 0.15 RSL Res 0.05 0.02 0.01 0.0019
Benzo(a)pyrene 50-32-8 8270D SIM 0.015 RSL Res 0.005 0.02 0.01 0.0033
Benzo(b)fluoranthene 205-99-2 8270D SIM 0.15 RSL Res 0.05 0.02 0.01 0.0024
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene 191-24-2 8270D SIM 0.8 Res DEC 0.27 0.02 0.01 0.002
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 207-08-9 8270D SIM 0.9 Res DEC 0.3 0.02 0.01 0.0031
Chrysene 218-01-9 8270D SIM 0.4 Res DEC 0.13 0.02 0.01 0.0017
Dibenzo(a,h)anthracene 53-70-3 8270D SIM 0.015 RSL Res 0.005 0.02 0.01 0.0018
Fluoranthene 206-44-0 8270D SIM 20 Res DEC 6.7 0.02 0.01 0.0018
Fluorene 86-73-7 8270D SIM 28 Res DEC 9.3 0.02 0.01 0.0032
Indeno(1,2,3-c,d)pyrene 193-39-5 8270D SIM 0.15 RSL Res 0.05 0.02 0.01 0.0019
Naphthalene 91-20-3 8270D SIM 3.6 RSL Res 1.2 0.02 0.01 0.0026
Phenanthrene 85-01-8 8270D SIM 29 Eco SSL 9.7 0.02 0.01 0.0018
Pyrene 129-00-0 8270D SIM 11 Eco SSL 0.37 0.02 0.01 0.0021
Metals
Aluminum 7429-90-5 6020A 50 Eco SSL 17 30 4 0.51
Antimony 7440-36-0 6020A 0.27 Eco SSL 0.09 0.1 0.05 0.020
Arsenic 7440-38-2 6020A 0.39 RSL Res 0.13 0.5 0.4 0.15
Barium 7440-39-3 6020A 330 Eco SSL 110 0.2 0.1 0.037
Beryllium 7440-41-7 | 6020A 15 RIDEMRSS 1 o5 0.1 002 | 0.0041
Cadmium 7440-43-9 6020A 0.36 Eco SSL 0.12 0.1 0.02 0.0076
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Matrix: Soil
. . 3 Soil LO Katahdin Limits *
Analyte® CAS Number A”a'ﬁ’“g(%' Soil F;lf"( ! PSL Gogl LOQ LOD
Metho (maka) | Reference™® | (mglkg) (mg/kg) | (mg/kg) | P- (M9’ka)
Calcium 7440-70-2 6020A -- -- -- 10 8 3.8
Chromium 7440-47-3 6020A 0.29 RSL Res 0.097 0.3 0.2 0.049
Cobalt 7440-48-4 6020A 2.3 RSL Res 0.77 0.1 0.03 0.0054
Copper 7440-50-8 6020A 28 Eco SSL 9.3 0.3 0.2 0.071
Iron 7439-89-6 6020A 200 Eco SSL 66.7 10 6 2.40
Lead 7439-92-1 6020A 11 Eco SSL 3.7 0.1 0.05 0.070
Magnesium 7439-95-4 6020A -- -- -- 10 8 1.37
Manganese 7439-96-5 6020A 180 RSL Res 60 0.2 0.1 0.042
Mercury 7439-97-6 7471B 0.1 Eco SSL 0.033 0.033 0.017 0.0052
Nickel 7440-02-0 6020A 38 Eco SSL 13 0.2 0.12 0.026
Potassium 7440-09-7 6020A -- -- -- 100 40 4.6
Selenium 7782-49-2 6020A 0.52 Eco SSL 0.17 0.5 0.3 0.039
Silver 7440-22-4 6020A 4.2 Eco SSL 1.4 0.1 0.04 0.0064
Sodium 7440-23-5 6020A -- -- -- 100 40 2.6
Thallium 7440-28-0 6020A 0.0569 Eco SSL 0.019 0.1 0.04 0.0094
Vanadium 7440-62-2 6020A 2 Eco SSL 0.67 0.5 0.4 0.11
Zinc 7440-66-6 6020A 46 Eco SSL 15 1 0.8 0.13
Petroleum Hydrocarbons
GRO (C5-C12) — 8015C — — — 25 2 2
8015C/FL
EXTPH (C8-C44) - A Pro Mod - - - 5 3 2.6
TPH -- -- 500 Res DEC 170 75 5 2
PCBs
Aroclor 1016 12674-11-2 8082A 0.39 Res RSL 0.13 0.017 0.0085 0.0060
Aroclor 1221 11104-28-2 8082A 0.14 Res RSL 0.047 0.017 0.0085 0.0079
Aroclor 1232 11141-16-5 8082A 0.14 Res RSL 0.047 0.017 0.0085 0.0093
Aroclor 1242 53469-21-9 8082A 0.22 Res RSL 0.073 0.017 0.0085 0.0058
Aroclor 1248 12672-29-6 8082A 0.22 Res RSL 0.073 0.017 0.0085 0.0061
Aroclor 1254 11097-69-1 8082A 0.11 Res RSL 0.037 0.017 0.0085 0.0047
Aroclor 1260 11096-82-5 8082A 0.22 Res RSL 0.073 0.017 0.0085 0.0060
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Matrix: Soil
W CAS Analytical Soil PSL® Soil LOQ Goal TestAmerica Limits ©
Analyte Number Method® (ng/g) PSL “ (0a/q) LOQ LOD MDLs
Reference (p9/g) (p9/g9) (p9/g9)

Dioxins and Furans
1,2,3,4,6,7,8,9-0CDD" 3268-87-9 8290 14000 So/Air SSL 4700 10 1.5 EDL
1,2,3,4,6,7,8,9-OCDF"” 39001-02-0 8290 14000 So/Air SSL 4700 10 1.5 EDL
1,2,3,4,6,7,8-HPCDD"” 35822-46-9 8290 420 So/Air SSL 140 5 0.75 EDL
1,2,3,4,6,7,8-HPCDF" 67562-39-4 8290 420 So/Air SSL 140 5 0.75 EDL
1,2,3,4,7,8,9-HPCDF" 55673-89-7 8290 420 So/Air SSL 140 5 0.75 EDL
1,2,3,4,7,8-HXCDD" 39227-28-6 8290 42 So/Air SSL 14 5 0.75 EDL
1,2,3,4,7,8-HXCDF"” 70648-26-9 8290 42 So/Air SSL 14 5 0.75 EDL
1,2,3,6,7,8-HXCDD" 57653-85-7 8290 42 So/Air SSL 14 5 0.75 EDL
1,2,3,6,7,8-HXCDF"” 57117-44-9 8290 42 So/Air SSL 14 5 0.75 EDL
1,2,3,7,8,9-HXCDD" 19408-74-3 8290 42 So/Air SSL 14 5 0.75 EDL
1,2,3,7,8,9-HXCDF" 72918-21-9 8290 42 So/Air SSL 14 5 0.75 EDL
1,2,3,7,8-PECDD""’ 40321-76-4 8290 4.2 So/Air SSL 1.4 5 0.75 EDL
1,2,3,7,8-PECDF" 57117-41-6 8290 140 So/Air SSL 46.7 5 0.75 EDL
2,3,4,6,7,8-HXCDF" 60851-34-5 8290 42 So/Air SSL 14 5 0.75 EDL
2,3,4,7,8-PECDF"” 57117-31-4 8290 14 So/Air SSL 4.7 5 0.75 EDL
2,3,7,8-TCDD"” 1746-01-6 8290 4.2 So/Air SSL 1.4 1 0.15 EDL
2,3,7,8-TCDF" 51207-31-9 8290 42 So/Air SSL 14 1 0.15 EDL
TOTAL HPCDD 37871-00-4 8290 -- -- -- - - -
TOTAL HPCDF 38998-75-3 8290 -- -- -- -- -- --
TOTAL HXCDD 34465-46-8 8290 -- -- -- -- -- --
TOTAL HXCDF 55684-94-1 8290 -- -- -- -- -- --
TOTAL PECDD 36088-22-9 8290 -- -- -- -- -- --
TOTAL PECDF 30402-15-4 8290 -- -- -- -- -- --
TOTAL TCDD 41903-57-5 8290 -- -- -- -- -- --
TOTAL TCDF 55722-27-5 8290 -- -- -- -- -- --

Page 46 of 100



Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan Title: Sampling and Analysis Plan

Site Name: Tank Farm 2, NAVSTA Newport Document Number: W5211722F
Project Name: Data Gaps Assessment Revision Number: 0
Site Location: Portsmouth, Rhode Island Revision Date: July 2013

Notes for Worksheet 15:

1. Soil samples will be analyzed for PAHs, metals, dioxins (select samples) and PCBs (select samples).

2. All methods are EPA SW-846.

3. Although there are separate PSLs for surface and subsurface soil, a single soil PSL representing the lowest of these PSLs is presented here, and the LOQ goals and
selected methods are the same for all soil samples, in order to simplify sampling and analysis procedures. The soil PSLs presented are the lowest of:

EPA Regional Screening Levels (RSLs) residential and industrial soil values (EPA, 2010a)
EPA Soil to Air Soil Screening Levels (SSLs) (EPA, 2010b)

RIDEM Residential Direct Exposure Criteria (RIDEM, 2011)

Selected ecological SSL (applicable only for surface soil PSLs)

One-tenth values are displayed for non-cancer RSLs and Soil to Air SSLs to correspond to a target hazard quotient of 0.1.The selected ecological SSLs are the lowest of the
selected benchmarks for plants, invertebrates, and wildlife. The benchmarks were selected by order of preference according to the following hierarchy:
Order of preference for plants and invertebrates:
1. EPA Ecological SSLs (U.S. EPA, 2003-2008)
2a. Oak Ridge National Laboratory (ORNL) Plant Toxicological Benchmark (Efroymson, 1997a)
2b. ORNL Invertebrate Toxicological Benchmark (Efroymson, 1997b)
3. Canadian Council and Ministers of Environment (CCME) (CCME, 1997-2010)
4. Target values for soil remediation (MHSPE, 2000)
Order of preference for wildlife:
1. EPA Ecological SSLs (U.S. EPA, 2003-2008)
2. CCME (CCME, 2010)
4. EPA Region 5 Ecological Screening Levels (U.S. EPA, 2003).4.
PSL Reference Abbreviations:

Eco SSL = Selected ecological SSL

Res RSL = EPA RSL residential soil value

So/Air SSL = EPA Soil to Air SSL

Res DEC = RIDEM Residential Direct Exposure Criteria

5. The LOQs, LODs, and DLs presented for metals analyzed by Method 6020A reflect an assumed dilution factor of 5, which is typically required for solids analysis by this
method. If the dilution factor is different, the values will be adjusted accordingly.

6. Estimated Detection Limit (EDL) - For each chemical not detected, an EDL is calculated. The sample-specific EDL is an estimate made by the laboratory of the concentration
of a given chemical that would have to be present to produce a signal with a peak height of at least 2.5 times the background signal level. The estimate is specific to a
particular analysis of the sample and will be affected by sample size, dilution, and so forth. Non-detected results will be reported with an associated value of the EDL, and
results between the LOQ and EDL will be flagged as estimated “J”. LODs are presented for informational purposes.

7. PSL value presented is the screening level for total toxicity equivalency (TEQ) of 2,3,7,8-TCDD (4.2 pg/g), divided by the congener’'s 2005 World Health Organization (WHO)
toxicity equivalency factor (TEF) for humans and mammals (Van den Berg, et al, 2006). This value is presented as an approximate value by which to evaluate analytical
sensitivity, but it will not be compared with the individual dioxin or furan congener’s concentrations to make project decisions according to the decision rules described in
Worksheet #11, Section 11.4. To make the project decisions, each congener concentration will be multiplied by the congener’'s TEF; the TEF-adjusted concentrations of all
congeners will be summed to obtain the total TEQ, and the total TEQ will be compared with the total TEQ PSL.
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SAP Worksheet #16 -- Project Schedule / Timeline Table (optional format)
(UEP-QOAPP Manual Section 2.8.2)

Dates (MM/DD/YY)
Activities Organization - - Deliverable Deliverable
Anticipated Date(s) | Anticipated Date of Due Date
of Initiation Completion
Draft Data
. . Gaps January, 2014
Soil sampling
Tetra Tech July , 2013 August, 2013 Assessment
Report
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SAP Worksheet #17 -- Sampling Design and Rationale
(UEP-QAPP Manual Section 3.1.1)

The sampling design for this project is based on the need to fill data gaps that exist after the completion
of various other site investigations and remedial actions by the DESC. To fill the data gaps Tetra Tech

has expanded the list of analytes and the sampling areas in places to be investigated under this SAP.

Tank Sludge Burning AOCs: Areas that were AOCs in a former site investigation (TtEC, 2006) (AOC-

001; -003; -004 and -005) and were originally screened and tested for a limited humber of analytes in soil,

mainly TPH using Petroflag™ screening and/or laboratory analyses. These areas were reported to have
open-burning of tank sludge, as determined from aerial photographs taken during the 1950’s. Given the
site history, it has been decided to expand the analyte list to include contaminants that may be present
due to burning sludge and expand the sampling area and the number of soil samples being collected in
these areas. Groundwater samples will not be collected in these areas because groundwater has been
monitored (historically at wells GZ-201, GZ-203, GZ-225, GZ-226, GZ-227 and RW-2) and results did not

suggest contamination migration from soil to groundwater.

The soil sampling areas are designed to be approximately 50 percent larger than the AOC that was
defined, based on aerial photography review (TtEC, 2006). The reason is to increase the chance that the
extent of contamination that may be present is determined. The sampling area for each AOC is small and
contains a larger area of potentially contaminated soil, thereby making the sampling area conservative.
Sample locations will be determined using a 15 by 15 foot grid superimposed over the sampling area.
This strategy increases the density and spatial distribution of sampling within the AOC compared to the
previous investigation (TtEC, 2006). Additional sampling locations were added in the center of each grid
square at AOC-001 and -003 to increase the number of samples located within the AOC boundary.
Sampling locations will be located in the field using a global positioning system (GPS). The extent of the
old sampling area, the new sampling area, and the location of samples that will be collected are shown on

Figures 6, 7 and 8.

Soil borings will be advanced using direct push technology (DPT) or conventional drilling methods. Soil
samples will be collected from the 0 to 1, 2 to 4, and 8 to 10 foot intervals at AOC-001;-003; -004 and -
005 assuming bedrock is deeper than 10 feet. If bedrock is encountered prior to reaching a depth of 10
feet, it will be at the sampler’s discretion, based on depth of refusal, as to how many analytical samples
are collected at the soil boring. Based on previous investigations, shallow bedrock (less than five feet)
was encountered across the AOC-004 and -005 areas and it is therefore expected that two samples will
therefore be collected from borings in these AOCs. However, at the request of the EPA, allowance for

three samples remain herein in case bedrock is deeper. A sample from directly above bedrock will be
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collected from each location. Soil samples will be analyzed for PAHs, metals, and dioxins from the O to 4
foot range and PAHs, and metals below 4 feet. At the request of the RIDEM, up to ten percent of the soil
samples collected for analysis from the sludge burning AOCs will be analyzed for TPH (GRO and
ExXTPH). Samples will be submitted for GRO and ExTPH analyses if there is visual and/or olfactory
evidence of petroleum contamination observed in the field. The number of sampling locations has been
summarized in Table 17-1.The locations where field duplicate and QC samples are collected will be
determined in the field by the FOL.

Building 219
Soil samples will be collected for PCB analysis using DPT drilling methods at Building 219 (Figure 5).

Surface soil samples will be collected from 0 to 1 feet bgs, and subsurface samples will be collected from
2-4 feet bgs. Sixteen samples (eight surface soil and eight subsurface soil, at the depths described

above) will be collected at the four locations that were analyzed in 2005, See Figure 5 for details.

Former Buoy Storage Area

Soil samples will be collected for lead analysis using DPT drilling methods at the former buoy storage
area. Surface soil samples will be collected from 0-1 feet bgs, and subsurface samples will be collected
from 2-4 feet bgs. Sixteen samples (eight surface soil and eight subsurface soil) will be collected at eight

locations laid out on a 40 feet by 40 feet grid to cover the areas of concern (Figure 9).

The sampling SOPs for soil sampling are identified in Worksheet #18 and included in Appendix A.

Project-specific sampling procedures are detailed in Appendix C.
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Table 17-1 — Number of Sample Locations by Analytical Group, Matrix,

Tank Farm Area, and Depth (Soils)

Cg‘etg?ﬁ%/(ﬁ[se)"" PAHs | Metals | Dioxins GRO EXTPH PCBs Lead
Soil
AOC TF2-001
0-1' bgs 11 11 11 1 1
2-4' bgs 11 11 11 1 1
8-10’ bgs* 11 11 1 1
AOC TF2-003
0-1’ bgs 9 9 9 1 1
2-4’ bgs 9 9 9 1 1
8-10’ bgs* 9 9 1 1
AOC TF2-004 and AOC TF2-005
0-1’ bgs 49 49 49 5 5
2-4’ bgs 49 49 49 5 5
8-10’ bgs* 49 49 5 5
Building 219
0-1’ bgs 8
2-4’ bgs 8
Buoy Storage Area
0-1" bgs 8
2-4’ bgs 8
Total Soils 207 207 138 21 21 16 16

*The sample depth of 8 to 10-ft is based upon a depth to bedrock of 10-feet bgs. One of the samples from
each location will be collected from directly above bedrock.
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. e . Depth _ )
Category Area Location Identification® | Matrix (bgs) Analytical Group | Number of Samples(z) Sampling SOP Reference®
0-11t, 2-4 ft PAHS, Metals, 22
Dioxins
0-1ft, 2-4 ft GRO, EXTPH 2
TF2-SB1000 -
AOC TF2-001
TF2-SB1010
8-10 ft PAHs, Metals 11
8-10 ft GRO, EXTPH 1
) GH-1.3, SA-1.3
1 Soll
0-11t, 2-4 ft PAHS, Metals, 18
Dioxins
0-1ft, 2-4 ft GRO, EXTPH 2
TF2-SB1011 —
AOC TF2-003
TF2-SB1019
8-10 ft PAHs, Metals 9
8-10 ft GRO, EXTPH 1
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Site Name: Tank Farm 2, NAVSTA Newport

Project Name: Data Gaps Assessment
Site Location: Portsmouth, Rhode Island

Title: Sampling and Analysis Plan
Document Number: W5211722F
Revision Number: 0

Revision Date: July 2013

. e . Depth , )
Category Area Location Identification” | Matrix (bgs) Analytical Group | Number of Samples® | Sampling SOP Reference®
0-1ft 24 ft PAHS, Metals, 98
Dioxins
0-1ft, 2-4 ft GRO, EXTPH 10
AOC TF2-004
TF2-SB1020 —
and
TF2-SB1068
AOC TF2-005
8-10 ft® PAHs, Metals 49
8-10 ¥ GRO, ExTPH 5
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name: Tank Farm 2, NAVSTA Newport

Project Name: Data Gaps Assessment
Site Location: Portsmouth, Rhode Island

Title: Sampling and Analysis Plan
Document Number: W5211722F
Revision Number: 0

Revision Date: July 2013

. e . Depth , )
Category Area Location Identification” | Matrix (bgs) Analytical Group | Number of Samples® | Sampling SOP Reference®
o TF2-B219-SB-1080 - . GH-1.3, SA-1.3
1 Building 219 Soil 0-1ft PCBs 8
TF2-B219-SB-1087
. TF2-B219-SB-1080 - _ GH-1.3, SA-1.3
1 Building 219 Soil 2-4 ft PCBs 8
TF2-B8219-SB-1087
TF2-BSA-SB-SS-1090 — . GH-1.3, SA-1.3
1 Buoy Storage Area Soil 0-1ft Lead 8
TF2-BSA-SB-SS-1097
Buoy Storage TF2-BSA-SB-SB-1090 — . GH-1.3, SA-1.3
1 Soil 2-4 ft Lead 8
Area TF2-BSA-SB-SB-1097
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan Title: Sampling and Analysis Plan

Site Name: Tank Farm 2, NAVSTA Newport Document Number: W5211722F
Project Name: Data Gaps Assessment Revision Number: 0
Site Location: Portsmouth, Rhode Island Revision Date: July 2013

SAP Worksheet #18 -- Sampling Locations and Methods/SOP Requirements Table (Continued)
(UFP-QAPP Manual Section 3.1.1)

Notes:

1. Soil sample ID numbers include a suffix of \NNNN to represent interval depth.

2. Field duplicates will be selected based on field conditions at the time of the sampling event.

3. Refer to Worksheet #21 for complete reference. SOPs are included in Appendix C. Project-specific sampling procedures are provided in Appendix E.

4. If bedrock is encountered prior to reaching a depth of 10 feet, it will be at the sampler’s discretion, based on depth of refusal, as to how many analytical samples are collected at
the soil boring. Based on previous investigations, shallow bedrock (less than five feet) was encountered across the AOC-004 and -005 areas and it is therefore expected that two
samples will therefore be collected from these AOCs. A sample directly above bedrock will be collected at each location.

Abbreviation:

bgs = below ground surface
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name: Tank Farm 2, NAVSTA Newport
Project Name: Data Gaps Assessment

Site Location: Portsmouth, Rhode Island

SAP Worksheet #19 -- Analytical SOP Requirements Table
(UEP-QAPP Manual Section 3.1.1)

Title: Sampling and Analysis Plan
Document Number: W5211722F
Revision Number: 0

Revision Date: July 2013

. @ Sample Preservation _ .
: Analytical Analytical and Preparation Contamgrs vqunge('” Requirements Maximum '{J‘?ld'ng
Matrix Group Method / SOP Reference™ (number, size, and hemical Time
type) (units) (chemical, temperature, (preparation / analysis)
light protected) prep y
SW-846 5035A, Two 40-mL VOC 5 ml methanol; cool to < 6 .
GRO 8015C/ CA-316 vials 59 °c 14 days to analysis
SW-846 3540C or 3550C, o 14 days to extraction;
PAHs 8270D SIM/CA-213, CA-512, 309 Coolto <6 °C ,
CA-526 40 days to analysis
SW-846 3540C or 3550C, . i i 14 days to extraction;
EXTPH 8015C/ CA-315, CA-527, CA- | S0z Widemouthjar 1 o, Cool to <6 °C y o
ol 535 40 days to analysis
SW-846 3540C, 3545A or 30 davs to extraction-
PCBs 3550C, 8082A/CA-329, CA- 30¢g Coolto <6 °C d Y VSi ®)
500, CA-524, CA-537 40 days to analysis
180 days to analysis
SW-846 3050B, 6020A, 7471B/ ; ; except for mercury;
Metals ' ! 4-0z wide mouth jar ° '
CA-605, CA-611, CA-627 zw s 29 Coolto<6°C 28 days to analysis for
mercury
One 8-0z glass jar
. SW-846 8290/ WS-IDP-0005 with Teflon®-lined 30 days to extraction;
D [l i X o l
10XINS WS-ID-0005 lid or stainless steel | 309 Coolto<6°C 45 days to analysis
liner
SW-846 5030B, 8015C / CA- | Two 40-mL VOC HCl to pH <2, no ,
GRO 316 il 40 mL headspace 14 days to analysis
viais cool to <6 oC
Aqueous . -
. SW-846 3510C or 3520C Two 1-liter (L) 7 days to extraction;
PAHs ' 1000 ml ° '
(B'T;T]izt)e 8270D SIM/ CA-213, CA-502 | amber glass bottles Coolto=6°C 40 days to analysis
EXTPH SW-846 3510C or 3520C, Two 1-L amber 1000 mL Cool 6 < 6 oC 7 days to extraction;
8015C/ CA-315, CA-520 glass bottles - 40 days to analysis
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name: Tank Farm 2, NAVSTA Newport
Project Name: Data Gaps Assessment

Site Location: Portsmouth, Rhode Island

Title: Sampling and Analysis Plan
Document Number: W5211722F
Revision Number: 0

Revision Date: July 2013

. @ Sample Preservation _ .
, Analytical Analytical and Preparation Containers P @ Requirements MaX|mqm I(-Jlg)ldmg
Matrix @ (number, size, and volume Time
Group Method / SOP Reference ' , (units) (chemical, temperature, . _
type) light protected) (preparation / analysis)
" SW-846 8290/ WS-IDP-0005 Two 1-L Amber 30 days to extraction;
Dioxins ' <6°
WS-ID-0005 Glass Bottles 1000 mi Coolto<6"C 45 days to analysis
SW-846 3510C or 3520C Two 1-L Amber 30 days to extraction;
PCBs ' 1000 ml <6° '
8082A CA-329, CA-515 Glass Bottles Coolto<6°C 40 days to analysis
180 days to analysis
SW-846 3010A, 6020A o .
' ' 500 ml polyethylene :
Metals 7470A/ CA-604, CA-615, CA- | poria 00 100 m | Nitric acid to pH <2, except for mercury;
627 coolto<6C 28 days to analysis for
mercury
Notes:
1. Refer to the Analytical SOP References table (Worksheet #23).
2. Laboratories may provide specific containers at their discretion.
3.  Minimum sample volume or mass requirement.
4. Maximum holding time is calculated from the time the sample is collected to the time the sample is extracted, digested, or analyzed.
5. SW-846 8082A does not specify a holding time to extraction; 30 days is presented here as a conservative limit. The method recommends a holding time of 40 days

from extraction to analysis for extracts stored under refrigeration in the dark; but it also refers to SW-846 Chapter 4, which specified that there is no holding time for
PCBs. Additionally, SW-846 8082A states that the holding times listed in the method under the conditions listed may be as long as a year.
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan Title: Sampling and Analysis Plan

Site Name: Tank Farm 2, NAVSTA Newport Document Number: W5211722F
Project Name: Data Gaps Assessment Revision Number: 0
Site Location: Portsmouth, Rhode Island Revision Date: July 2013

SAP Worksheet #20 -- Field Quality Control Sample Summary Table
(UFEP-QAPP Manual Section 3.1.1)

No. of No. of No. of No. of Total No.
. Analytical s No. of Field Assigned s " No. of PT of
Matrix Sampling ! 1 Field Equip.
Group : Duplicates Laboratory 3 Samples Samples
Locations 2 | Blanks Blanks 4
QC Samples to Lab
GRO 21 2 1 0 1 0 24
EXTPH 21 2 1 0 1 0 24
PAHs 207 21 10 0 10 0 238
Soil Dioxins 138 14 7 0 7 0 159
Metals 207 21 10 0 10 0 238
Lead 16 2 0 1 0 20
PCBs 16 2 0 1 0 20

Notes:

1. Collect 1 field duplicate per 10 field samples for each matrix.

2. Assign 1 Laboratory QC sample per 20 samples for MS/MSD analysis for organics and MS/laboratory duplicate analysis for metals. For other soil analytes, no extra
volume is required.

3. Collect 1 rinsate blank per 20 field samples.

4. Total number of samples does not include the laboratory QC samples.
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name: Tank Farm 2, NAVSTA Newport
Project Name: Data Gaps Assessment

Site Location: Portsmouth, Rhode Island

SAP Worksheet #21 -- Project Sampling SOP References Table
(UEP-QAPP Manual Section 3.1.2)

Title: Sampling and Analysis Plan
Document Number: W5211722F
Revision Number: 0

Revision Date: July 2013

S Modified
Reference . . Orlg_mat_mg . for 1
Title, Revision Date and / or Number Organization of Equipment Type . Comments
Number Sampling SOP Project
piing Work?
CT-05 - Database Records and Quality .
CT-05 Assurance: Revision 2, 2001 Tetra Tech Not applicable No
GH-1.2 - Evaluation of Existing Monitoring Wells Also see Appendix E-2 for proiect-specific
GH-1.2 and Water Level Measurement; Revision 2, Tetra Tech Electronic water level indicator No d PP pro) P
2003 procedures to augment SOP.
GH-1.3 - Soil and Rock Drilling Methods; S .
GH-1.3 Revision 1, 1999 Tetra Tech Drilling rig and accessories No
GH-1.5 - Borehole and Sample Logging; .
GH-1.5 Revision 1, 1999 Tetra Tech Not applicable No
GH-2.5 — Groundwater Contour Maps and Flow .
GH-2.5 Determination: Revision 1, 2009 Tetra Tech Not applicable No
GH-28 GH-2.8 - G.rounQV\_later Monitoring Well Tetra Tech Dr|II|n_g rig, accessories, and well No Also see Appendix E-2 for project-specific
Installation; Revision 3, 2003 supplies procedures to augment SOP.
) HS-1.0 - Utility Locating and Excavation Remote subsurface sensing,
HS-1.0 Clearance; Revision 2, 2003 Tetra Tech magnetometer, GPR, etc. No
i 12 cn . . . . Also see Appendix E-2 for project-specific
SA-1.3 SA-1.3 - Soil Sampling; Revision 9, 2009 Tetra Tech Sampling supplies No procedures to augment SOP.
SA-25 SA-2.5 — Direct Push Technology Tetra Tech Geoprobe®; Hydropunch™ No
SA-6.1 - Non-Radiological Sample Handling; .
SA-6.1 Revision 3, 2004 Tetra Tech Not applicable No
SA-6.3 SA-6.3 - Field Documentation; Revision 3, 2009 Tetra Tech Not applicable No
R SA-7.1 - Decontamination of Field Equipment; . Also see Appendix E-3 for project-specific
SA-7.1 Revision 6, 2009 Tetra Tech Not applicable No procedures to augment SOP.
Low Stress (Low Flow) Purging and Sampling
Procedure for the Collection of Groundwater . . @ | Also see Appendix E-2 for project-specific
GW 001 Samples from Monitoring Wells; Revision 3, EPARegion 1 | Submersible pump Yes procedures to augment SOP.
2010/ GW 001
Notes:

1. SOPs are included as Appendix C. Appendix E contains project specific field task procedures, including Appendix E-1 Mobilization, Appendix E-2 Project Specific
Sampling Procedures, Appendix, E-3 Investigation Derived Waste Management, and Appendix E-4 Surveying.

2.

If saturated screen length is greater than 10 feet, the sampling procedures will be modified as described in Appendix E-2.
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan Title: Sampling and Analysis Plan

Site Name: Tank Farm 2, NAVSTA Newport Document Number: W5211722F
Project Name: Data Gaps Assessment Revision Number: 0
Site Location: Portsmouth, Rhode Island Revision Date: July 2013

SAP Worksheet #22 -- Field Equipment Calibration, Maintenance, Testing, and Inspection Table
(UEP-QAPP Manual Section 3.1.2.4)

Field Equipment Activity1 Frequency Ac(c::ﬁ[t);ﬁr;ce Corrective Action Resp. Person SOP Reference Comments
Photo-lonization Visual Inspection Daily Manufacturer’s Operator correction | Field Operations Manufacturer’s Rental field equipment
Detector (PID) guidance or Replacement Leader instruction manual | will be used
/Flame lonization Calibration/ Beginning and end
Detector (FID) Verification of day

“Rental equipment and instruments will be used in the field. The rental firms will be responsible for the proper care, maintenance, and repair of these items, and for tracking
and documenting equipment and instrument maintenance and repairs.
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name: Tank Farm 2, NAVSTA Newport
Project Name: Data Gaps Assessment

Site Location: Portsmouth, Rhode Island

SAP Worksheet #23 -- Analytical SOP References Table
(UFP-QAPP Manual Section 3.2.1)

Title: Sampling and Analysis Plan
Document Number: W5211722F

Revision Number: 0

Revision Date: July 2013

Lab SOP Definitive or Organization quified for
Title, Revision Date, and / or Number Screening Matrix and Analytical Group Instrument 9a . Project Work?
Number Performing Analysis
Data (Y/N)
Analysis of SVOC By: SW 846 Method
CA-213 8270 — Modified For Selected lon Definitive Soil and Water/PAHs GC/MS Katahdin Analytical N
Monitoring (SIM), 04/10, Revision 8.
CA-329 égz'?ﬁioa;gg%z&?ﬁ;gtgﬁ%:ﬁtﬁé Definitive Soil and Water/PCBs Caegjlrilgcetzggtor Katahdin Analytical N
Detector (GC/ECD): SW-846 Method P (ECD) Y
8082, 04/10, Revision 11.
Preparation Of Sediment/Soil Samples
) By Sonication Using Method 3550 For N . Not applicable . .
CA-500 Subsequent Pesticides/PCBs Analysis, Definitive Soil/PCBs (extraction) Katahdin Analytical N
08/10, Revision 7.
Preparation Of Aqueous Samples For Not applicable
CA-502 Extractable Semivolatile Analysis, Definitive Water/ PAH Extraction PPl Katahdin Analytical N
L (extraction)
10/09, Revision 6.
Preparation Of Sediment/Soil Samples
) By Sonication Using Method 3550 For _ . . Not applicable . .
CA-512 Subsequent Extractable Semi-Volatiles Definitive Soil/ PAH Extraction (extraction) Katahdin Analytical N
Analysis, 08/10, Revision 8.
Preparation of Aqueous Samples for Not applicable
CA-515 Pesticides/PCBs Analysis, 08/10, Definitive Water/PCBs PPl Katahdin Analytical N
S (extraction)
Revision 7.
Preparation Of Sediment/Soil Samples
) By Soxhlet Extraction Using Method N . Not applicable . .
CA-524 3540 For Pesticide/PCB Analysis, Definitive Soil/PCBs (extraction) Katahdin Analytical N
08/10, Revision 7.
Preparation Of Sediment/Soil Samples
By Soxhlet Extraction Using Method Not applicable
CA-526 3540 For Subsequent Extractable Definitive Soil/ PAHs Extraction PPl Katahdin Analytical N
. ; i - (extraction)
Semivolatile Analysis, 08/10, Revision
7.
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name: Tank Farm 2, NAVSTA Newport
Project Name: Data Gaps Assessment

Site Location: Portsmouth, Rhode Island

Title: Sampling and Analysis Plan
Document Number: W5211722F

Revision Number: 0

Revision Date: July 2013

Lab SOP
Number

Title, Revision Date, and / or Number

Definitive or
Screening
Data

Matrix and Analytical Group

Instrument

Organization

Performing Analysis

Modified for
Project Work?

(YIN)

CA-537

Preparation of Sediment/Soil and
Tissue Samples by Accelerated Solvent
Extraction Using Method 3545 for
Subsequent Extractable Pesticide and
PCB Analysis, 12/10, Revision 3.

Definitive

Soil/PCBs

Not applicable
(extraction)

Katahdin Analytical

CA-604

Acid Digestion of Aqueous Samples by
EPA Method 3010 for ICP and ICP-MS
Analysis of Total or Dissolved Metals,
04/10, Revision 5.

Definitive

Water/Metals Digestion

Not applicable
(digestion)

Katahdin Analytical

CA-605

Acid Digestion of Solid Samples by
USEPA Method 3050 for Metals by ICP-
AES and GFAA, 09/10, Revision 5.

Definitive

Soil/Metals Digestion

Not applicable
(digestion)

Katahdin Analytical

CA-611

Digestion and Analysis of Solid
Samples for Mercury by USEPA
Method 7471, 12/10, Revision 8.

Definitive

Soil/Mercury

Mercury Analyzer

Katahdin Analytical

CA-615

Digestion and Analysis of Aqueous
Samples for Mercury by USEPA
Method 7470, 04/10, Revision 5.

Definitive

Water/Mercury

Mercury Analyzer

Katahdin Analytical

CA-627

Trace Metals Analysis By ICP-MS
Using USEPA Method 6020, 04/10,
Revision 7.

Definitive

Soil and Water/Metals

ICP-MS

Katahdin Analytical

WS-1D-0005

Analysis of Samples for Polychlorinated
Dioxins and Furans by HRGC/HRMS
12/09, Revision 7.3.

Definitive

Soil and Water/ Dioxins

GC/HRMS

TestAmerica West
Sacramento

WS-IDP-0005

Preparation of Samples for Analysis of

Polychlorinated Dioxins and Furans for

Analysis HRGC/HRMS, 02/10, Revision
1.1.

Definitive

Soil and Water/ Dioxins Extraction

Not applicable
(extraction)

TestAmerica West
Sacramento
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Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name: Tank Farm 2, NAVSTA Newport
Project Name: Data Gaps Assessment

Site Location: Portsmouth, Rhode Island

SAP Worksheet #24 -- Analytical Instrument Calibration Table

(UFP-QAPP Manual Section 3.2.2)

Title: Sampling and Analysis Plan
Document Number: W5211722F
Revision Number: 0

Revision Date: July 2013

Person

Instrument Calibration Fre_quen_cy of Acceptance Criteria Corrective Action Responsible for SOP
Procedure Calibration ; . Reference
Corrective Action
GC/MS (SIM) Decafluorotriphe | Beginning of each DFTPP within method specifications for tuning Re-tune instrument, clean MS | Analyst, Department
PAHs nyl-phosphine analytical run or criteria. source as needed. Manager CA-213

(DFTPP) Tune.
Also DDT,
pentachlorophen
ol and benzidine
check for
injection port
inertness and GC
column

every 12 hours

DDT degradation should be < 20%.

Pentachlorophenol and benzidine responses
should not exceed a tailing factor of 2 as per
Section 11.3.1.3 of Method 8270D.

performance.

ICAL - 5-7 Instrument receipt, Project specific criteria: Recalibrate and/or perform Analyst, Department
(minimum 5 major instrument Average RF for all PAHs must be = 0.05. the necessary equipment Manager

points required) |[change, when CCV maintenance. Check the

calibration does not meet Percent Relative Standard Deviation (%RSD) for | calibration standards.

standards, initial
calibration for all
analytes.

criteria.

RFs for all PAHs must be < 30%

or one option below:

Option 1) Linear least squares regression:
correlation coefficient (r) must be = 0.99
Option 2) Non-linear regression: coefficient of
determination (r?) must be = 0.99 (6 points for
second order).

Reanalyze the affected data.

Initial Calibration
Verification (ICV)
(Second Source)

Once after each
ICAL.

Percent recovery (%R) must be within 80-120% for
all project compounds.

Correct problem and verify
second source standard.
Rerun second source
verification. If that fails,
correct problem and repeat
ICAL.

Analyst, Departme
Manager

nt

Establish RT
Window Position

Once per ICAL for
each analyte and
surrogate.

Position shall be set using the midpoint standard of
the ICAL curve when ICAL is performed. On days
when ICAL is not performed, the initial CCV is
used.

Not applicable.

Analyst, Department

Manager
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Title: Sampling and Analysis Plan
Document Number: W5211722F
Revision Number: 0

Revision Date: July 2013

Person

Instrument gallbratlon Frequency of Acceptance Criteria Corrective Action Responsible for SOP
rocedure Calibration ; - Reference
Corrective Action
GCMS - PAHs |RRTs With each sample. RRT of each target compound must be within £0.06 | Correct problem, then rerun | Analyst, Department
(cont.) RRT units. ICAL. Manager
CCV Daily before sample [ Project specific criteria: DoD project level approval Analyst, Department
analysis and every | For all PAHs RF must be = 0.05 must be obtained for each of |Manager
12 hours the failed analytes or
All PAHs and surrogates must be < 25%D corrective action must be
(D = Difference or Drift); taken.
Correct problem, then rerun
calibration verification. If that
fails, then repeat ICAL.
Reanalyze all samples since
last acceptable CCV.
ICP-MS Tune Daily prior to Mass calibration must be within 0.1 amu of true Perform necessary Analyst, Department | CA-627
calibration value, Resolution must be < 0.9 amu at 10% peak |equipment maintenance. Manager
height.
RSD must be < 5% for at least four replicate
analyses.
ICAL Daily prior to sample |4 point calibration plus blank — The r must be = Recalibrate and/or perform Analyst, Department
analysis. 0.995. necessary equipment Manager
maintenance. Check
calibration standards.
ICV (Second Once after each The %R must be within 90-110% for all analytes. Do not use results for failing | Analyst, Department
Source) ICAL, and before elements unless the ICV > Manager

beginning a sample
run.

110% and the sample results
are non-detect.

Investigate and correct
problem.

Calibration Blank

Before beginning a
sample sequence,
after every 10
samples and at end
of the analysis
sequence.

No analytes detected > LOD. For negative blanks,
absolute value < LOD.

Correct the problem, then re-
prepare and reanalyze.

Analyst, Department
Manager
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Title: Sampling and Analysis Plan
Document Number: W5211722F
Revision Number: 0

Revisio

n Date: July 2013

Person

Instrument gallbratlon Frequency of Acceptance Criteria Corrective Action Responsible for SOP
rocedure Calibration ; - Reference
Corrective Action
ICP-MS (cont.) |CCV After every 10 The %R must be within 90-110% for all analytes. Correct problem, rerun Analyst, Department
samples and at the calibration verification. If that | Manager
end of each run fails, then repeat ICAL.
sequence. Reanalyze all samples since
the last successful calibration
verification.
Low-level Daily, after one-point [ The %R must be within 80-120% for all analytes. Do not use results for failing | Analyst, Department
Calibration ICAL. elements, unless low-level Manager
Check Standard standard recovery.> upper
limit and sample results are
non-detect. Investigate and
correct the problem.
Interference Daily, before sample | The absolute value of the ICSA concentration for all | Correct the problem, then re- | Analyst / Supervisor
Check Sample injections non-spiked analytes (except verified trace prepare checks and
(ICS) - ICSA & impurities) must be less than the LOD (2), and reanalyze all affected
ICSB ICSB %Rs must be within 80-120%. samples.
Mercury ICAL Upon instrument Initial Calibration, 5 points plus a calibration blank - | Recalibrate and/or perform Analyst, Department | CA-611, CA-
analyzer receipt, major r=0.995. necessary equipment Manager 615
instrument change, maintenance. Check
at the start of each calibration standards.
day.
ICV (Second Once after each The %R must be within 90-110% for mercury. Correct problem and verify Analyst, Department
Source) ICAL, prior to second source standard. Manager

beginning a sample
run.

Rerun ICV. If that fails,
correct problem and repeat
ICAL.

Calibration Blank

Before beginning a
sample sequence,
after every 10
samples and at end
of the analysis

No analytes detected > LOD. For negative blanks,
absolute value must be < LOD.

Correct problem. Re-prep
and reanalyze calibration
blank. All samples following
the last acceptable calibration
blank must be reanalyzed.

Analyst, Department
Manager

sequence.
CCVv Beginning and end | The %R must be within 80-120% for mercury. Correct problem, rerun Analyst, Department
of each run calibration verification. If that | Manager
sequence and every fails, then repeat ICAL.
10 samples. Reanalyze all samples since

the last successful calibration
verification.
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Title: Sampling and Analysis Plan
Document Number: W5211722F
Revision Number: 0

Revision Date: July 2013

Calibration Frequency of I . . Person . SOP
Instrument P ) . Acceptance Criteria Corrective Action Responsible for
rocedure Calibration ; - Reference
Corrective Action
GC/HRMS Tune / Mass At the beginning and | Resolving power = 10,000 at m/z=304.9842 & Retune instrument & verify. Analyst /Lab WS-1D-0005
Resolution Check | the end of each 12- |m/z=380.9760 + 5ppm of expected mass. Lock- Assess data for impact if end | Manager
(PFK) hour period of mass ion between lowest and highest masses for | resolution is less than 10,000
analysis. each descriptor and level of reference < 10% full- | narrate or re-inject as
scale deflection. necessary.
HRGC/HRMS GC Column Prior to ICAL or Peak separation between 2,3,7,8-TCDD and other |1) Readjust windows.
Performance calibration TCDD isomers result in a valley of < 25%; and 2) Evaluate system.
Check verification. identification of all first and last eluters of the eight |3) Perform maintenance.
(CPSM/WDM per homologue retentention time windows and 4) Reanalyze CPSM.
method) documentation by labeling (F/L) on the 5) No corrective action is
chromatogram; and absolute retention times for necessary if 2,3,7,8-TCDD is
switching from one homologous series to the next = | not detected and the % valley
10 seconds for all components of the mixture. is greater than 25%.
GC/HRMS ICAL = Minimum | ICAL prior to sample [RSD < 20% for response factors for 17 unlabeled [Evaluate standard and
five-point initial analysis, as needed |isomers & 9 labeled IS, and ion abundance ratios | instrument response. If
calibration for by the failure of within limits specified in SOP; and S/N = 10:1for problem with instrument
target analytes, | calibration target analytes. (autosampler failure,
lowest verification, and response poor, etc.) or
concentration when a new lot is standards, correct as
standard at or used as a standard appropriate, then repeat initial
near the source for calibration calibration.
reporting limit. verification, internal
standard or recovery
standard solutions.
GC/HRMS ICV Immediately All project analytes must be within + 30% of the Evaluate standards and Lab Manager / WS-ID-0005
following ICAL. expected value from the ICAL. instrument response. If Analyst
standard issue, repeat or
remake then repeat standard
as appropriate. If still fails,
repeat initial calibration
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Title: Sampling and Analysis Plan
Document Number: W5211722F
Revision Number: 0

Revision Date: July 2013

Calibration Frequency of I . . Person . SOP
Instrument P ) . Acceptance Criteria Corrective Action Responsible for
rocedure Calibration ; - Reference
Corrective Action
GC/HRMS CCV At the beginning of | lon abundance ratios must be in accordance with | Correct problem, repeat Lab Manager / WS-1D-0005
each 12-hour period, | SOP; and RF (unlabeled standards) within £ 20%D | calibration verification. If Analyst
and at the end of of average RF from ICAL; and RF (labeled fails, repeat ICAL and
each analytical standards) within + 30%D of average RF from reanalyze all samples
sequence. ICAL. analyzed since last
successful CCV End of Run
CCV: If RF (unlabeled
standards) > + 20%D and <
+ 25%D and/or RF (labeled
standards) > + 30%D and <
+ 35%D of the average RF
from ICAL use mean RF from
bracketing CCVs to
guantitate impacted samples.
If bracketing CCVs differ by
more than 25% RPD
(unlabeled) or 35% RPD
(labeled), run a new ICAL
within 2 hours, and re-
gquantitate samples.
Otherwise, reanalyze
samples with positive
detections.
GC/FID ICAL Instrument receipt, | One of the options below must be met: (1) Perform instrument Analyst, CA-315
EXTPH major instrument Option 1: RSD for each analyte < 20%; maintenance as needed. Department
change, when CV Option 2: linear least squares regression: r 2 (2) Reanalyze and or reprep | Manager
does not meet 0.995; calibration standards.
criteria Option 3: non-linear regression: COD r2 = 0.99 (6
points shall be used for second order).
ICV Immediately All project analytes must be within established Correct problem, rerun ICV. | Analyst,
following ICAL. retention time windows. If that fails, repeat ICAL. Department
All project analytes must be within £ 20% of Manager
expected value from the ICAL.
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Calibration Frequency of I . . Person . SOP
Instrument P ) . Acceptance Criteria Corrective Action Responsible for
rocedure Calibration ; . Reference
Corrective Action
CCV Daily prior to %D must be < +/- 20% (1) Evaluate the samples: If | Analyst,
sample analysis the %D>+20% and sample Department
and at intervals of results are <PQL, narrate. If | Manager
not less than once %D>+20% and is likely a
every 20 samples. result of matrix interference,
Also, at the end of narrate. All samples must be
the analysis reanalyzed that fall within
sequence. the standard that exceeded
criteria and the last standard
that was acceptable.
GC/FID ICAL Minimum 5 point One of the options below must be met: Repeat initial calibration. Analyst, CA-316
GRO calibration using a Option 1: RSD for each analyte < 20%; Department
gasoline Option 2: linear least squares regression: r = Manager
component 0.995;
mixture. Option 3: non-linear regression: COD r2 = 0.99 (6
points shall be used for second order).
ICV Immediately All project analytes within established retention Correct problem, rerun ICV. | Analyst,
following ICAL. time windows. If that fails, repeat ICAL. Department
All project analytes within £ 20% of expected Manager
value from the ICAL.
CCVv Daily prior to %D must be < +/- 20%. Evaluate the samples — if Analyst,
sample analysis the %D>+20% and sample Department
and at intervals of results are <PQL, narrate. If| Manager
not less than once %D> 12
every 20 samples. result of matrix interference,
Also, at the end of narrate. All samples must
the analysis be reanalyzed that fall within
sequence. the standard that exceeded
criteria and the last standard
that was acceptable
Notes:

1. Refer to the Analytical SOP References table (Worksheet #23).
2. For data validation, the criterion for ICSA will be < LOQ.
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Title: Sampling and Analysis Plan
Document Number: W5211722F
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Instrument / . . Testing Inspection Acceptance Responsible SOP
Equipment Maintenance Activity Activity Activity Frequency Criteria CA Person? Reference

GC/ECD Check pressure and gas supply EDB/DBCP Injector liner, Prior to ICAL Acceptable | Correct the Analyst, CA-319,
daily. Change septa and/or lineras | and PCBs septa, column, and/or as ICAL or problem and Department CA-329
needed, replace or cut column as column flow. necessary. Cccv repeat ICAL or Manager
needed. Other maintenance CCV.
specified in lab Equipment
Maintenance SOP.

GC/MS Check pressure and gas supply PAHs lon source, injector | Prior to ICAL Acceptable | Correct the Analyst, CA-213
daily. Manual tune if DFTPP not in liner, column, and/or as ICAL or problem and Department
criteria, change septa as needed, column flow necessary. ccv repeat ICAL or Manager
change liner as needed, cut column CCV.
as needed. Other maintenance
specified in lab Equipment
Maintenance SOP

ICP-MS Clean torch assembly and spray Metals Torch, nebulizer, Prior to ICAL and | Acceptable | Correct the Analyst, CA-627
chamber when discolored or when spray chamber, as necessary ICAL or problem and Department
degradation in data quality is pump tubing Cccv repeat ICAL or Manager
observed. Clean nebulizer, check CCV.
argon, replace peristaltic pump
tubing as needed. Other
maintenance specified in lab
Equipment Maintenance SOP.

Mercury Analyzer Replace peristaltic pump tubing, Mercury Tubing, sample Prior to ICAL and | Acceptable | Correct the Analyst, CA-611,
replace mercury lamp, replace drying probe, optical cell | as necessary ICAL or problem and Department CA-615
tube, clean optical cell and/or clean ccv repeat ICAL or Manager
liquid/gas separator as needed. CCV.

Other maintenance specified in lab
Equipment Maintenance SOP.
Dioxins/ . Initially; prior to Correct . TestAmerica | WS-ID-

GC/HRMS Parameter Setup Physical check Physical check DCC Parameters Reset if incorrect Chemist 0005

Dioxins/ N _ Co_mpliance Correct the _
GC/HRMS Tune Check Instrument _Conformance to Initially; prior to to ion problem and TestAmerlca WS-ID-
Performance instrument tuning. | DCC apundance repeat tune Chemist 0005
criteria check
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Instrument / . L Testing Inspection Acceptance Responsible SOP
Equipment Maintenance Activity Activity Activity Frequency Criteria CA Person?® Reference
GC/FID Check pressure and gas supply EXTPH Injector liner, Prior to ICAL Acceptable | Correct the Analyst, CA-315
daily. Change septa and/or GC septa, column, and/or as ICAL or problem and Department
injector glass liner as needed. column flow. necessary. ccv repeat ICAL or Manager
Replace or cut GC column as CCV.
needed. Other maintenance
specified in lab Equipment
Maintenance SOP.
GC/FID Change septa, and/or GC injector GRO Injector liner, Prior to ICAL Acceptable | Correct the Analyst, CA-316
glass liner as needed. Replace or septa, column, and/or as ICAL or problem and Department
cut GC column as needed. Bake out column flow. necessary. ccv repeat ICAL or Manager
trap and column, change trap as CCV.
needed.
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SAP Worksheet #26a — Sample Handling System
(UFP-QAPP Manual Appendix A)

Sample Handling System - Katahdin

Title: Sampling and Analysis Plan
Document Number: W5211722F
Revision Number: 0

Revision Date: July 2013

SAMPLE COLLECTION, PACKAGING, AND SHIPMENT

Sample Collection (Personnel/Organization): FOL, Tetra Tech

Sample Packaging (Personnel/Organization): FOL, Tetra Tech

Coordination of Shipment (Personnel/Organization): FOL, Tetra Tech.

Type of Shipment/Carrier: Hand carrier or overnight courier service (Federal Express)

SAMPLE RECEIPT AND ANALYSIS

Sample Receipt: Sample Custodians / Katahdin

Sample Custody and Storage : Sample Custodians / Katahdin

Sample Preparation : Extraction Lab, Metals Preparation Lab / Katahdin

Sample Determinative Analysis : Gas Chromatography Lab, Gas Chromatography/Mass Spectrometry Lab, Metals Lab / Katahdin

SAMPLE ARCHIVING

Field Sample Storage (No. of days from sample collection): 60 days from receipt

Sample Extract/Digestate Storage (No. of days from extraction/digestion): 3 months from sample digestion/extraction

Biological Sample Storage (No. of days from sample collection): N/A

SAMPLE DISPOSAL

Personnel/Organization: Sample Custodians/ Katahdin
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SAP Worksheet #26b — Sample Handling System — [Lab]
(UFP-QAPP Manual Appendix A)

Sample Handling System — Test America
SAMPLE COLLECTION, PACKAGING, AND SHIPMENT

Sample Collection (Personnel/Organization): Field Operation Leader, Tetra Tech

Sample Packaging (Personnel/Organization): Field Operation Leader, Tetra Tech

Coordination of Shipment (Personnel/Organization): Field Operation Leader, Tetra Tech

Type of Shipment/Carrier: Overnight courier service (FedEx)
SAMPLE RECEIPT AND ANALYSIS

Sample Receipt (Personnel/Organization): Sample Custodians, TestAmerica

Sample Custody and Storage (Personnel/Organization): Sample Custodians, TestAmerica

Sample Preparation (Personnel/Organization): Sample Preparation Technicians,
TestAmerica

Sample Determinative Analysis (Personnel/Organization): Sample Analysis Technicians, TestAmerica
SAMPLE ARCHIVING

Field Sample Storage (No. of days from sample collection): 60 days

Sample Extract/Digestate Storage (No. of days from extraction/digestion): 60 days

Biological Sample Storage (No. of days from sample collection): Not applicable

SAMPLE DISPOSAL (Intact leftover samples)

Personnel/Organization: Sample Custodians, TestAmerica
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SAP Worksheet #27 — Sample Custody Requirements Table
(UEP-QAPP Manual Section 3.3.3)

Sample Designation and Tracking System

Each sample collected will be assigned a unique sample tracking number used to catalog the results. The
sample location IDs are listed in Worksheet #18. The sample tracking number for soil samples will
consist of alpha-numeric characters identifying the site, area, sample medium, location, and depth or
date. Any other pertinent information regarding sample identification will be recorded on the sample log

sheets, chain-of-custody forms, or in the field logbooks.

The alpha-numeric (A-N) coding to be used in the sample system is detailed below and in the subsequent

definitions.
AAA - NN - AA-NNNN - NNNN
(Site ID) - (Tankor AOCID) - (Medium & Location) - (Depth or Date)

Site identifier: “TF2” for Tank Farm 2
“AOC" for locations that were formerly investigated under TtEC as Areas of Concern.
B219 for locations at Building 219

BSA for locations at former buoy storage area

AOC ID: TF2-###, as was identified by TtEC (Appendix A-1).

Medium identifier:

“W” for aqueous blanks
“SB” for soil boring samples

“SS” for surface soil samples

Sample location identifier: Each sample station is assigned a unique location identifier composed of

sequential numeric characters as shown on Worksheet #18.

Depth/Date:
For soil sample locations, this portion of the sample tracking number will represent the depth in feet bgs

from which the sample was collected; e.g., for soil samples collected from 2 to 4 feet bgs, this portion of

the sample tracking number will be “0204".
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For example, a soil sample at the Site, from the 8 to 10 foot interval of soil boring SB1060 will be labeled
TF2-SB1060-0810.

Quality Control Samples (QC) samples collected during the investigation will use the same coding system

as for the environmental samples. Field QC sample types are presented in Worksheet #20. Field QC

designations will conform to the following formats:

e Field Duplicates: Blind field duplicate samples will be designated such that the location designation

will be replaced with “DUP” followed by a sequential value (the nth duplicate sample collected during
that sampling event) and a chronological value (MMYY). The sample log sheet will note from which
sample location the duplicate was collected. For example, the first soil field duplicate sample
collected in August 2013 at the Site will be labeled TF2-SB-DUP01-0813 and the second field
duplicate collected in August will be TF2-SB-DUP02-0813.

e Rinsate Blanks: Rinsate blank sample identifiers will consist of the site, the medium (with “W” instead
of “MW”, the “RB” label, and the date (MMYY). Example: TF2-W-RB01-0813.

e Trip Blanks: will consist of the site, the medium (with “W” instead of “MW?"), the “TB” label and the
date (MMYY).

Laboratory QC samples (matrix spike and laboratory duplicate samples) have no separate sample

identifier codes, but are noted on the chain-of-custody record and sample log sheet.

Sample Handling and Chain-of Custody Procedures

Custody of samples must be maintained and documented at all times. To ensure the integrity of a
sample from collection through analysis, an accurate written record is necessary to trace the possession
and handling of the sample. This documentation is referred to as the "chain of custody" form. Chain of
custody begins when samples are collected in the field, and is maintained by storing the samples in
secure areas until custody can be passed on. All samples will be accompanied by a chain-of-custody
form that will describe the sample identifiers, the analytical parameters, and the persons who are

responsible for the sample integrity.

Following collection, samples will be placed on ice in a secure cooler and attended by Tetra Tech
personnel or placed in locked vehicles or designated storage areas until analysis or shipment to an off-
site laboratory. Chain of custody procedures are described in further detail in the following Tetra Tech
SOPs:
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e SA-6.3 Field Documentation
e SA6.1 Non-Radiological Sample Handling

The samples will be shipped to the laboratories in coolers packed with ice and bubble wrap, or equivalent
packing material, to cushion the samples to prevent breakage and to maintain the required temperature
for the samples. A container filled with water and labeled “temperature blank” will be included in each
cooler. The temperature of this blank will be measured by the laboratory upon sample receipt to verify
acceptable sample preservation temperature. The coolers will be taped and sealed with a signed custody
seal to ensure the chain of custody is maintained. The chain-of-custody forms are shipped to the

laboratory with the samples.

Samples will be shipped to the laboratories by an overnight courier to ensure that maximum sample
holding times are not exceeded. The maximum allowable sample holding times before sample extraction,
digestion, or analysis are presented in Worksheet #19. Saturday deliveries will be coordinated by the
FOL or his or her designee with the laboratory. Worksheet #19 also lists the sample containers, chemical

preservatives, and temperature condition requirements to maintain the integrity of the sample.

The field crew will attempt to identify any potentially high concentration samples on the chain-of-custody

form.

Laboratory procedures for sample receiving and chain-of-custody are detailed in SOP SD-902 (Katahdin)
and SOP WS-QA-0003, (TestAmerica); and the laboratory procedures for disposal of the environmental
samples are described in SOP 903 (Katahdin) and SOP WS-EHS-0001, (TestAmerica). These SOPs are
included in Appendix G.
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Note: Katahdin’s statistically-derived QC limits referenced in the worksheets below refer to Katahdin’s limits at the time of analysis. Katahdin’s current limits are
presented in Appendix G.

Matrix

Water / Soil

Analytical Group

PAHs

Analytical Method/
SOP Reference

SW-846 8270D SIM / CA-213

Person(s)

/ . Measurement
QC Sample: Frequency/ Method/SOP QC. Corrective Action Respon.5|ble for Dat.a Quality Performance Criteria
Number Acceptance Limits Corrective Indicator (DQI)
! (MPC)
Action
Method Blank One per No target Correct the problem. Report sample results Analyst, Bias/contamination | Same as Method/SOP
preparation batch | compounds > %2 that are <LOD or >10x the blank Laboratory QC Acceptance Limits.
of twenty or fewer |LOQ (> LOQ for concentration. Reprepare and reanalyze the Department

samples of similar
matrix.

common laboratory

contaminants) and >

1/10 the amount
measured in any
sample or 1/10 the
PSL, whichever is

method blank and all associated samples with
results > LOD and < 10x the contaminated
blank result.

Manager and
Data Validator

greater.
Surrogate 3 per sample %R must be within | For QC and field samples, correct problem Analyst, Accuracy/Bias Same as Method/SOP
2- Katahdin's then reprepare and reanalyze all failed Laboratory QC Acceptance Limits.
Methylnaphthalene | statistically-derived | samples for failed surrogates in the associated | Department
-d10 QC limits. preparatory batch, if sufficient sample material | Manager, and
Fluorene-d10 is available. If obvious chromatographic Data Validator
Pyrene-d10 interference with surrogate is present,
reanalysis may not be necessary.
Contact Client if samples cannot be re-
prepared within hold time.
LCS One per %R must be within | Correct problem, then reprepare and Analyst, Accuracy / Bias Same as Method/SOP
preparation batch | Katahdin's reanalyze the LCS and all samples in the Laboratory QC Acceptance Limits.
of twenty or fewer | statistically-derived | associated preparatory batch for failed Department

samples of similar
matrix.

QC limits, allowing
for the number of

analytes, if sufficient sample material is
available (see full explanation in Appendix F).

Manager, and
Data Validator
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Matrix Water / Soll
Analytical Group PAHs
Analytical Method/
SOP Reference SW-846 8270D SIM / CA-213
Person(s) . Measurement
QC Sample: Frequency/ Method/SOP QC. Corrective Action Respon.5|ble for Dat.a Quality Performance Criteria
Number Acceptance Limits Corrective Indicator (DQI)
! (MPC)
Action
marginal
exceedances Contact Client if samples cannot be re-
presented in DoD prepared within hold time.
QSM Table G-1.
MS/MSD (not One per sample %R should be within | Corrective actions will not be taken for Analyst, Precision/Accuracy/ | Same as Method/SOP
applicable for delivery group Katahdin’s samples when recoveries are outside limits if | Laboratory Bias QC Acceptance Limits.
rinsate blanks) (SDG) or every 20 | statistically-derived | likely due to matrix, otherwise contact client. Department
samples. QC limits. Manager, and
Data Validator
Water Precision:
RPD should be <
30%.
Soil Precision: RPD
should be < 50%.
IS Six per sample — Retention times for | Inspect mass spectrometer or gas Analyst, Accuracy/ Bias Same as Method/SOP
1,4- internal standards chromatograph for malfunctions. Mandatory Laboratory QC Acceptance Limits.
Dichlorobenzene- |must be + 30 reanalysis of samples analyzed while system | Department
d4 seconds and the was malfunctioning. Manager, and
Naphthalene-d8 responses within - Data Validator
Acenaphthene-d10 | 50% to +100% of
Phenanthrene-d10 |the ICAL midpoint.
Chrysene-d12
Perylene-d12
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preparation batch
of 20 or fewer
samples of similar

method blank must
be <% LOQ,

that are <LOD or >10x the blank
concentration. Re-prepare and reanalyze the
method blank and all associated samples with

Department
Manager and Data
Validator Analyst,

Matrix Soil/Water (rinsate blanks)

Analytical Group PCBs

Analytical

Method/SOP SW846 8082A /CA-329

Reference

QC Sample: Frequency/ Method/SOP QC. Corrective Action gzrsspoonn(:i)ble for Dat.a Quality Measurement o
Number Acceptance Limits . X Indicator (DQI) |Performance Criteria

Corrective Action
Method Blank One per Contaminants in the | Correct the problem. Report sample results Analyst, Laboratory | Bias/contaminat | Same as Method/SOP

on

QC Acceptance Limits.

preparation batch
of 20 or fewer
samples of similar
matrix.

Katahdin’s
statistically-derived
QC limits.

reanalyze the LCS and all samples in the
associated preparatory batch for failed
analytes, if sufficient sample material is
available.

Contact Client if samples cannot be re-
prepared within hold time.

Department
Manager

matrix. results > LOD and < 10x the contaminated Laboratory
blank result. Contact Client if samples cannot | Department
be re-prepared within hold time. Manager
Surrogates PCBs: one per %Rs must meet the | For QC and field samples, correct problem Analyst, Laboratory | Accuracy/Bias | Same as Method/SOP
sample: laboratory then re-prepare and reanalyze all failed Department QC Acceptance Limits.
Decachloro- statistically-derived | samples for failed surrogates in the associated | Manager
biphenyl control limits. preparatory batch, if sufficient sample material
is available. If obvious chromatographic
interference with surrogate is present,
reanalysis may not be necessary.
Contact Client if samples cannot be re-
prepared within hold time.
LCS One per %R must be within | Correct problem, then re-prepare and Analyst, Laboratory | Accuracy/Bias | Same as Method/SOP

QC Acceptance Limits.
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Matrix Soil/Water (rinsate blanks)
Analytical Group PCBs
Analytical
Method/SOP SW846 8082A /CA-329
Reference
QC Sample: Frequency/ Method/SOP QC. Corrective Action gzrsspoonn(:i)ble for Dat.a Quality Measurement o
Number Acceptance Limits C - . Indicator (DQI) |Performance Criteria
orrective Action
MS/MSD (not One per SDG or | %R should be Corrective actions will not be taken for Analyst, Laboratory | Precision/Accur | Same as Method/SOP
applicable for rinsate | every 20 samples. | within Katahdin samples when recoveries are outside limits if | Department acy/Bias QC Acceptance Limits.
blanks) statistically derived | likely due to matrix, otherwise contact client. Manager
limits.
Soil Precision:
RPD should be <
50%.
Water Precision:
RPD should be =
30%.
Second Column All positive results | Results between None. Apply qualifier if RPD >40% and Analyst, Laboratory | Precision Same as Method/SOP
Confirmation must be primary and second | discuss in the case narrative. Department QC Acceptance Limits.
confirmed. column must be Manager
RPD <40%. The
higher of the two
results will be
reported unless
matrix interference
is apparent.
Results between DL | NA Apply “J” qualifier to | NA Analyst, Laboratory | Accuracy Same as QC Acceptance
and LOQ results between DL Department Limits.
and LOQ. Manager
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Worksheet #28b — Laboratory QC Samples Table
(UFP-QAPP Manual Section 3.4)

Matrix Water / Soll

Analytical Group Metals (ICP-MS)

Analytical Method/

SOP Reference SW846 6020A / CA-627

Person(s) . Measurement

QC Sample: Frequency/ Method/SOP QC. Corrective Action Respon.5|ble for Dat.a Quality Performance Criteria
Number Acceptance Limits Corrective Indicator (DQI)

! (MPC)
Action

Method Blank One per digestion | No target metals > %2 | Correct the problem. Report sample results Analyst, Bias/contamination | Same as Method/SOP
batch of 20 or LOQ and > 1/10 the |[that are <LOD or >10x the blank Laboratory QC Acceptance Limits.
fewer samples of | amount measured in | concentration. Reprepare and reanalyze the Department
similar matrix. any sample or 1/10 | method blank and all associated samples with | Manager and

the PSL, whichever [results > LOD and < 10x the contaminated Data Validator
is greater. For blank result.

negative blanks,

absolute value <

LOD.

LCS One per digestion | Water and Soil: Redigest and reanalyze all associated Analyst, Accuracy/Bias/ Same as Method/SOP
batch of 20 or %R must be within | samples for affected analyte. Laboratory Contamination QC Acceptance Limits.
fewer samples of | 80-120%, allowing Department
similar matrix. for the marginal Manager, and

exceedances Data Validator
presented in DoD
QSM Table G-1.

MS (not applicable | One per sample %R should be within | Flag results for affected analytes for all Analyst, Accuracy/Bias %R should be within 75-

for rinsate blanks) [ delivery group 80-120%if sample < | associated samples with "N”. Laboratory 125%if sample < 4x
(SDG) or every 20 |4x spike added. Department spike added.
samples. Manager, and

Data Validator

Post-digestion Project-specific %R should be within | Run associated samples by method of Analyst, Accuracy/Bias Same as Method/SOP

Spike (not frequency: When | 75-125%. standard addition or flag results. Laboratory QC Acceptance Limits.

applicable for MS recovery fails Department

rinsate blanks) or analyte Manager, and
concentration in all Data Validator
samples < 50x
LOD
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Matrix

Water / Soil

Analytical Group

Metals (ICP-MS)

Analytical Method/
SOP Reference

SW846 6020A / CA-627

Title: Sampling and Analysis Plan
Document Number: W5211722F
Revision Number: 0

Revision Date: July 2013

Person(s)

Measurement

. Frequency/ Method/SOP QC . . Responsible for |Data Quality N
QC Sample: Number Acceptance Limits Corrective Action Corrective Indicator (DQI) Performance Criteria
Action
Laboratory One per SDG or Project-specific Flag results for affected analytes for all Analyst, Precision Waters: If values are =
Duplicate (not every 20 samples. |criteria: If values are |associated samples. Laboratory 5x LOQ, RPD should be
applicable for 2 5x LOQ, RPD Department < 20%; if values are < 5x

rinsate blanks)

should be < 20%. If
values are < 5x
LOQ, Absolute
Difference should be
<LOQ.

Manager, and
Data Validator

LOQ, Absolute
Difference should be <

Soils: If values are = 5x
LOQ, RPD should be <
35%; if values are < 5x
LOQ, Absolute

Difference should be <

ICP Serial Dilution
(not applicable for
rinsate blanks)

One per

preparation batch
of twenty or fewer
samples of similar

matrix.

If original sample
result is at least 50x
LOQ, 5-fold dilution
must agree within £
10% of the original
result.

Flag results for affected analytes for all
associated samples with “E”.

Analyst,
Laboratory
Department
Manager, and
Data Validator

Accuracy/Bias

Same as Method/SOP
QC Acceptance Limits.

Appropriate IS
required for all
analytes in all

samples. Mass of

IS must be <50

amu different from

that of analyte

For each sample, IS
intensity within 30-

120% of that of initial
calibration standard.

Reanalyze affected samples.

Analyst,
Supervisor, QA
Manager

Accuracy/Bias

Same as Method/SOP
QC Acceptance Limits.
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Worksheet #28c — Laboratory QC Samples Table
(UFP-QAPP Manual Section 3.4)

Matrix

Water / Soil

Analytical Group

Metals (Mercury)

Analytical Method/
SOP Reference

SW-846 7470A, 7471B / CA-611, CA-615

Person(s)

similar matrix.

any sample or 1/10
the PSL, whichever
is greater. For
negative blanks,
absolute value <
LOD.

method blank and all associated samples with
results > LOD and < 10x the contaminated
blank result.

Manager and
Data Validator

QC Sample: Frequency/ Method/SOP QC. Corrective Action Respon'sible for Dat.a Quality ysrefl(SJlrjrrnez;rr]}igt Criteria
Number Acceptance Limits Corrective Indicator (DQI) (MPC)
Action
Method Blank One per digestion | No mercury > % Correct the problem. Report sample results Analyst, Bias/contaminatio | Same as Method/SOP
batch of 20 or LOQ and > 1/10 the |[that are <LOD or >10x the blank Laboratory n QC Acceptance Limits.
fewer samples of | amount measured in | concentration. Reprepare and reanalyze the Department

LCS

One per digestion
batch of 20 or
fewer samples of
similar matrix.

Water and Soil:
%R must be within
80-120%.

Redigest and reanalyze all associated
samples for affected analyte.

Analyst,
Laboratory
Department
Manager, and
Data Validator

Accuracy/Bias/
Contamination

Same as Method/SOP
QC Acceptance Limits.

MS (not applicable
for rinsate blanks)

One per sample
delivery group
(SDG) or every 20
samples.

%R should be within
80-120% if sample <
4x spike added.

Flag results for affected analytes for all
associated samples with “N".

Analyst,
Laboratory
Department
Manager, and
Data Validator

Accuracy/Bias

Same as Method/SOP
QC Acceptance Limits.

Laboratory
Duplicate (not
applicable for
rinsate blanks)

One per sample
delivery group
(SDG) or every 20
samples.

Project-specific
criteria: If values are
2 5x LOQ, RPD
should be £ 20%. If
values are < 5x
LOQ, Absolute
Difference should be
<LOQ.

Flag results for affected analytes for all
associated samples.

Analyst,
Laboratory
Department
Manager, and
Data Validator

Precision

Waters: If values are =
5x LOQ, RPD should be
< 20%; if values are < 5x
LOQ, Absolute
Difference should be <
LOQ.

Soils: If values are = 5x
LOQ, RPD should be <
35%; if values are < 5x
LOQ, Absolute
Difference should be <
2x LOQ.
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SAP Worksheet #28d -- QC Samples Table

(UFP-QAPP Manual Section 3.4)

Note: TestAmerica’s statistically-derived QC limits referenced in the worksheet below refer to TestAmerica’s limits at the time of analysis. TestAmerica’s current limits
are presented in Appendix G.

Matrix

Water and Soil

Analytical Group

Dioxins

Analytical Method/ SOP
Reference

SW-846 8290/ WS-ID-0005

Person(s) .
QC Sample: Frequency/ Method/SOP_Q(_: Corrective Action Responsible for Da_1ta Quality Measuremen_t )
Number Acceptance Limits . . Indicator (DQI) Performance Criteria
Corrective Action
Method Blank One per preparation Project specific criteria, | Verify instrument clean (evaluate | Analyst, Laboratory | Bias/ Same as Method/SOP QC

batch

if available. Otherwise,
no target analytes
detected = LOD or 2
20% of the associated
regulatory limit or 2 5%
of the sample result for
the analyte, whichever
is greater. (OCDD is
considered a common
laboratory contaminant
and treated
accordingly).

calibration blank & samples prior
to method blank), then
reanalyze. Evaluate to
determine if systematic issue
within laboratory. Correct, then
re-prepare and reanalyze the
method blank and all samples
processed with the contaminated
blank in accordance with DoD
QSM requirements.

“Totals” are not considered
“target analytes” — no corrective
action or flagging is necessary
for "totals".

Department
Manager, and Data
Validator

contamination

Acceptance Limits.

Internal Standard Spike

Every field sample,
standard and QC
sample

%R for each IS in the
original sample (prior to
dilutions) must be
within 40-135% for all
2378-substituted
internal standards.

Correct problem, then reprepare
and reanalyze the samples with
failed 1S.

Analyst, Laboratory
Department
Manager, and Data
Validator

Accuracy / Bias

Same as Method/SOP QC
Acceptance Limits.

LCS

One per sample
preparation batch

%R must be within
TestAmerica’s
statistically-derived
control limits.

Reanalyze LCS once. If
acceptable, report. Otherwise,
evaluate and reprepare and
reanalyze the LCS and all
samples in the associated
preparation batch for failed
analytes, if sufficient sample
material is available.

Analyst,
Laboratory
Department
Manager, and
Data Validator

Accuracy/ Bias

Same as Method/SOP
QC Acceptance Limits.
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Matrix

Water and Soil

Analytical Group

Dioxins

Analytical Method/ SOP
Reference

SW-846 8290/ WS-ID-0005

Title: Sampling and Analysis Plan

Document Number: W5211722F

Revision Number: 0

Revision Date: July 2013

Person(s)

. Frequency/ Method/SOP QC . . . Data Quality Measurement
QC Sample: Number Acceptance Limits Corrective Action Respon5|ble flor Indicator (DQI) Performance Criteria
Corrective Action
MS/MSD One MS/MSD per %R must be within Identify problem; if not related Analyst, Accuracy/ Bias/ Same as Method/SOP
analytical/preparation | TestAmerica’s to matrix interference, re-extract | Laboratory Precision QC Acceptance Limits.
batch statistically-derived and reanalyze MS/MSD and all | Department

control limits; RPD
must be <20%.

associated batch samples in
accordance with DoD QSM
requirements.

Manager, and
Data Validator
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SAP Worksheet #28e — Laboratory QC Samples Table
(UFP-QAPP Manual Section 3.4)

Matrix

Water / Soil

Analytical Group

GRO

Analytical Method/
SOP Reference

SW-846 8015C / CA-316

Title: Sampling and Analysis Plan
Document Number: W5211722F
Revision Number: 0

Revision Date: July 2013

samples of similar
matrix.

QC limits.

performed and only one of the set was
unacceptable, narrate. If the surrogate
recoveries in the LCS are low but are
acceptable in the blank and samples, narrate.
If the LCS recovery is high but the sample
results are < LOQ, narrate. Otherwise, reprep
a blank and the remaining samples.

Frequency/ Method/SOP QC ;Egspoonn(:i)ble for | Data Quality Measurement
QC Sample: Number Acceptance Limits Corrective Action Corrective Indicator (DQI) Performance Criteria
Action
Method Blank One per No analytes Investigate source of contamination. Evaluate | Analyst, Accuracy/Bias, Same as Method/SOP
preparation batch | detected >1/2 the the samples and associated QC: i.e., if the Supervisor, QA Contamination QC Acceptance Limits.
of twenty or fewer |LOQ and >1/10 the [blank results are above the LOQ, report Manager
samples of similar | amount measured in | samples results which are < LOQ and >10X
matrix. any sample or 1/10 |the blank. Otherwise, reprepare a blank and
the regulatory limit | the remaining samples.
(whichever is
greater).
Surrogates One per sample — | %R must be within | For QC and field samples, correct problem Analyst, Accuracy/Bias Same as Method/SOP
BFB Katahdin's then reprepare and reanalyze all failed Supervisor, QA QC Acceptance Limits.
statistically-derived | samples for failed surrogates in the associated | Manager
QC limits. preparatory batch, if sufficient sample material
is available. If obvious chromatographic
interference with surrogate is present,
reanalysis may not be necessary.
Contact Client if samples cannot be
reprepared within hold time.
LCS One per %R must be within | (1) Evaluate the samples and associated QC: | Analyst, Accuracy/Bias Same as Method/SOP
preparation batch | Katahdin’s i.e. If an MS/MSD was analyzed and Supervisor, QA QC Acceptance Limits.
of twenty or fewer | statistically-derived |[acceptable, narrate. If an LCS/LCSD was Manager
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Matrix

Water / Soil

Analytical Group

GRO

Analytical Method/
SOP Reference

SW-846 8015C / CA-316

Title: Sampling and Analysis Plan

Document Number: W5211722F

Revision Number: 0
Revision Date: July 2013

QC Sample:

Frequency/
Number

Method/SOP QC
Acceptance Limits

Corrective Action

Person(s)
Responsible for
Corrective
Action

Data Quality
Indicator (DQI)

Measurement
Performance Criteria
(MPC)

MS/MSD (not
applicable for
rinsate blanks)

One per SDG or
every 20 samples.

%R should be within
Katahdin’s
statistically-derived
QC limits.

Water and Soil
Precision: RPD
should be < 30%.

Corrective actions will not be taken for
samples when recoveries are outside limits if
likely due to matrix, otherwise contact client.

Analyst,
Supervisor, QA
Manager

Precision/Accura
cy/Bias

Same as Method/SOP
QC Acceptance Limits.

Page 86 of 100



Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan

Site Name: Tank Farm 2, NAVSTA Newport
Project Name: Data Gaps Assessment
Site Location: Portsmouth, Rhode Island

Worksheet #28f — Laboratory QC Samples Table
(UFP-QAPP Manual Section 3.4)

Title: Sampling and Analysis Plan

Document Number: W5211722F
Revision Number: 0
Revision Date: July 2013

derived QC limits.

associated preparatory batch, if sufficient
sample material is available. If obvious
chromatographic interference with
surrogate is present, reanalysis may not
be necessary.

Contact Client if samples cannot be
reprepared within hold time.

Matrix Water / Soil
Analytical Group |EXTPH
Analytical
Method/ SOP SW-846 8015C / CA-315
Reference
Method/SOP QC Person(s_) . Measurement
. Frequency/ . . Responsible Data Quality oo
QC Sample: Acceptance Corrective Action . : Performance Criteria
Number L for Corrective [Indicator (DQI)
Limits . (MPC)
Action
Method Blank One per No analytes Investigate source of contamination. Analyst, Accuracy/Bias, |Same as Method/SOP
preparation detected >1/2 the |Evaluate the samples and associated Supervisor, QA | Contamination | QC Acceptance Limits.
batch of twenty [LOQ and >1/10 QC: i.e., if the blank results are above the | Manager
or fewer samples | the amount LOQ, report samples results which are <
of similar matrix. |measured inany |LOQ and >10X the blank. Otherwise,
sample or 1/10 the |reprepare a blank and the remaining
regulatory limit samples.
(whichever is
greater).
Surrogates One per sample | %R must be within [ For QC and field samples, correct Analyst, Accuracy/Bias |Same as Method/SOP
- Katahdin’s problem then reprepare and reanalyze all | Supervisor, QA QC Acceptance Limits.
Ortho-terphenyl | statistically- failed samples for failed surrogates in the | Manager
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derived QC limits.

Water and Soil
Precision: RPD
should be < 30%.

contact client.

Matrix Water / Soil
Analytical Group |EXTPH
Analytical
Method/ SOP SW-846 8015C / CA-315
Reference
Method/SOP QC Person(s_) . Measurement
. Frequency/ . . Responsible Data Quality oo
QC Sample: Acceptance Corrective Action . : Performance Criteria
Number . for Corrective [Indicator (DQI)
Limits : (MPC)
Action
LCS One per %R must be within | (1) Evaluate the samples and associated |Analyst, Accuracy/Bias |Same as Method/SOP
preparation Katahdin’s QC: i.e. If an MS/MSD was analyzed and | Supervisor, QA QC Acceptance Limits.
batch of twenty | statistically- acceptable, narrate. If an LCS/LCSD was | Manager
or fewer samples | derived QC limits. |performed and only one of the set was
of similar matrix. unacceptable, narrate. If the surrogate
recoveries in the LCS are low but are
acceptable in the blank and samples,
narrate. If the LCS recovery is high but
the sample results are < LOQ, narrate.
Otherwise, reprepare a blank and the
remaining samples.
MS/MSD (not One per SDG or | %R should be Corrective actions will not be taken for Analyst, Precision/Accur | Same as Method/SOP
applicable for every 20 within Katahdin’s [samples when recoveries are outside Supervisor, QA |acy/Bias QC Acceptance Limits.
rinsate blanks) samples. statistically- limits if likely due to matrix, otherwise Manager
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SAP Worksheet #29 -- Project Documents and Records Table
(UEP-QAPP Manual Section 3.5.1)

Document

Where Maintained

Field Documents

Field Logbook

Field Sample Forms
Chain-of-Custody Records
Air Bills

Sampling Instrument Calibration Logs
Sampling Notes

Drilling Logs

Photographs

FMR Forms

SAP

HASP

Field documents will be maintained in the project file located in the Tetra Tech
Wilmington, Massachusetts office.

Laboratory Documents and Records - in the form of analytical data
package:

Sample receipt/login form

Sample storage records

Sample preparation logs

Equipment calibration logs

Sample analysis run logs

Reported results for standards, QC checks, and QC samples
Data completeness checklists

Telephone logs

Extraction/clean-up records

Raw data

Laboratory documents will be included in the hardcopy and electronic deliverables from
the laboratory. Laboratory data deliverables will be maintained in the Tetra Tech
Wilmington, Massachusetts project file and in long-term data package storage at a third-
party professional document storage firm.

Electronic data results will be maintained in a database on a password protected
Structured Query Language (SQL) server.

Assessment Findings

Field Sampling Audit Checklist (if conducted)

Analytical Audit Checklist (if conducted)

Data Validation Memoranda (include tabulated data summary forms)

All assessment documents will be maintained in the Tetra Tech Wilmington,
Massachusetts project file.

Reports
Data Report

All versions of the Project Report and support documents (e.g., Data Validation Reports)
will be stored in hard copy in the Tetra Tech Wilmington, Massachusetts project file and
electronically in the server library.

Page 89 of 100




Project-Specific Sampling and Analysis Plan
Site Name: Tank Farm 2, NAVSTA Newport
Project Name: Data Gaps Assessment

Site Location: Portsmouth, Rhode Island

SAP Worksheet #30 -- Analytical Services Table
(UEP-QAPP Manual Section 3.5.2.3)

Title: Sampling and Analysis Plan

Document Number: W5211722F
Revision Number: 0
Revision Date: July 2013

Backup
Laboratory /
Analvtical Sample ) Data Package Laboratory / Organization Organization
Matrix Grgu Locations/ID Analytical Method | Tyrnaround (hame and address, contact person and (name and
p Number Time telephone number) address, contact
person and
telephone
number)
GRO and
ExTPH SW-846 8015C
Soil and SW-846 8270D
Agqueous PAHSs SIM
(Aqueous QC Katahdin Analytical Services, Inc.
Blanks) 600 Technology Way
See Worksheet #18 SW-846 6020A, 21 days Scarbor_ough, Maine 04074 Not applicable
Metals Contact:
7470A, 7471B . .
Ms. Jennifer Obrin
(207) 874-2400
Soil (aqueous PCBs SW-846-8082A
rinsate blank)
TestAmerica
880 Riverside Parkway
Soil and West Sacramento, CA 95605
Aqueous QC Dioxins See Worksheet #18 | SW-846 8290 21 days Not applicable
Contact:
Blanks :
Mr. Jill Kellmann
916-374-4402

Data package deliverables are detailed in the Analytical Technical Specifications included in Appendix F. Data packages will be provided as both hardcopy and portable
document format (.PDF). Laboratories will provide a Naval Installation Restoration Information Solutions (NIRIS) compatible electronic data deliverable (EDD). Data packages
will be Contract Laboratory Program (CLP)-equivalent (i.e., they will contain CLP-equivalent summary forms and raw data). Data will be stored by the analytical laboratories for

seven years.
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SAP Worksheet #31 -- Planned Project Assessments Table

(UFP-QAPP Manual Section 4.1.1)

Title: Sampling and Analysis Plan
Document Number: W5211722F

Revision Number: 0
Revision Date: July 2013

. Person(s) Responsible Person(s)
. Person(s) Responsible for s .
S Person(s) Responsible for . for Identifying and Responsible for
Organization ! Responding to : S
Assessment Internal or . Performing Assessment 2 Implementing Monitoring
Frequency Performing . Y Assessment Findings ; - .
Type External (title and organizational - o Corrective Actions (CA) | Effectiveness of CA
Assessment o (title and organizational . R - .
affiliation) S (title and organizational | (title and organizational
affiliation) o S
affiliation) affiliation)
DoD ELAP "y . . iy
Laboratory Every 2 External Accreditin DoD ELAP Accrediting Katahdin QAM Katahdin QAM DoD ELAP Accrediting
System Audit years Body 9 Body Auditor TestAmerica QAM TestAmerica QAM Body Auditor

1. [Laboratories] successfully completed the DoD’s Environmental Laboratory Accreditation Program (ELAP) audit for all analytical methods. A copy of [Laboratory] DoD ELAP
accreditations are included in Appendix G.
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SAP Worksheet #32 -- Assessment Findings and Corrective Action Responses
(UEP-QAPP Manual Section 4.1.2)

Title: Sampling and Analysis Plan
Document Number: W5211722F
Revision Number: 0

Revision Date: July 2013

Nature of Individual(s) Notified of Nature of Individual(s) Receiving
Assessment - . S Timeframe of Corrective Action Corrective Action Timeframe for
Deficiencies Findings L
Type Documentation (name, title, organization) Notification Response Response Response
’ ' Documentation (name, title, organization)
Laboratory Written audit QAM, Katahdin Not specified by DoD " Specified by DoD
System Audit report QAM, TestAmerica ELAP Letter DoD ELAP Accrediting Body ELAP
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SAP Worksheet #33 -- QA Management Reports Table
(UEP QAPP Manual Section 4.2)

Title: Sampling and Analysis Plan
Document Number: W5211722F
Revision Number: 0

Revision Date: July 2013

Frequency
(daily, weekly monthly, quarterly,
annually, etc.)

Type of Report

Projected Delivery Date(s)

Person(s) Responsible for
Report Preparation
(title and organizational affiliation)

Report Recipient(s)
(title and organizational affiliation)

Data validation report Per SDG

Within 3 weeks of receipt of
laboratory data

Project Chemist, Tetra Tech

PM, Tetra Tech
Tetra Tech project file

Major analysis problem
identification (internal
memorandum)

When persistent analysis
problems are detected

Immediately upon detection of
problem (same day)

QAM, Tetra Tech

PM (Tetra Tech), Program
Manager (Tetra Tech),
Tetra Tech project file

Project monthly progress report* Monthly for duration of the project

Monthly

PM, Tetra Tech

Navy, project file

When significant plan deviations
result from unanticipated
circumstances

Laboratory QA Report

Immediately upon detection of
problem (same day)

PM, Katahdin
PM, TestAmerica

Tetra Tech project file

1. The monthly progress report is an update for the Navy RPM and contract office. The report includes information such as activities completed, an updated schedule,
identification of outstanding issues, plans for the next period, and a financial narrative.
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Title: Sampling and Analysis Plan
Document Number: W5211722F
Revision Number: 0

Revision Date: July 2013

SAP Worksheet #34 -- Verification (Step |) Process Table
(UFP-QAPP Manual Section 5.2.1)

Verification Input

Description

Internal /
External

Responsible for Verification
(name, organization)

Chain-of-Custody Forms

The Tetra Tech FOL or designee will review and sign the chain-of-
custody form to verify that all samples listed are included in the shipment
to the laboratory and the sample information is accurate. The forms will
be signed by the sampler and a copy will be retained for the project file,
the Tetra Tech PM, and the Tetra Tech Data Validators.

Internal

Sampler and FOL, Tetra Tech

The Laboratory Sample Custodian will review the sample shipment for
completeness, integrity, and sign accepting the shipment. The Tetra
Tech Data Validators will check that the chain-of-custody form was
signed and dated by the Tetra Tech FOL or designee relinquishing the
samples and also by the Laboratory Sample Custodian receiving the
samples for analyses.

Internal/
External

1 - Laboratory Sample Custodian,
Katahdin and TestAmerica
2 - Data Validators, Tetra Tech

SAP Sample Tables/
Chain-of-Custody Forms

Verify that all proposed samples listed in the SAP tables have been
collected.

Internal

FOL or designee, Tetra Tech

Sample Log Sheets

Verify that information recorded in the log sheets is accurate and
complete.

Internal

FOL or designee, Tetra Tech

Sample coordinates

Verify that actual sample locations are correct and in accordance with the
SAP proposed locations. Document any discrepancies in the final report.

Internal

Tetra Tech, FOL or designee

SAP/ Field Logs/
Analytical Data Packages

Ensure that all sampling SOPs were followed. Verify that deviations have
been documented and MPCs have been achieved. Particular attention
should be given to verify that samples were correctly identified, that
sampling location coordinates are accurate, and that documentation
establishes an unbroken trail of documented chain-of-custody from
sample collection to report generation. Verify that the correct sampling
and analytical methods/SOPs were applied. Verify that the sampling plan
was implemented and carried out as written and that any deviations are
documented.

Internal

PM or designee, Tetra Tech

SAP/ Laboratory SOPs/
Raw Data/ Applicable
Control Limits Tables

Ensure that all laboratory SOPs were followed. Verify that the correct
analytical methods/SOPs were applied. Establish that all method QC
samples were analyzed and in control as listed in the analytical SOPs. If
method QA is significantly out of control, the Laboratory QAM will contact
the Tetra Tech PM via telephone or e-mail for guidance prior to report
preparation.

Internal

Laboratory QAM, Katahdin and
TestAmerica
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Verification Input

Description

Internal / Responsible for Verification
External (name, organization)

SAP/ Chain-of-Custody
Forms

Check that field QC samples listed in Worksheet #20 were collected as
required.

Internal | FOL or designee, Tetra Tech

Analytical Data Packages

All analytical data packages will be verified internally for completeness by
the laboratory performing the work. The Laboratory QAM will sign the
case narrative for each data package.

Internal | Laboratory QAM, Katahdin and
TestAmerica

Electronic Data
Deliverables (EDDs)/
Analytical Data Packages

Each EDD will be verified against the chain-of-custody and hard copy
data package for accuracy and completeness. Laboratory analytical
results will be verified and compared to the electronic analytical results
for accuracy. Sample results will be evaluated for laboratory
contamination and will be qualified for false positives using the laboratory
method/preparation blank summaries. Positive results reported between
the DL and the LOQ will be qualified as estimated. Extraneous laboratory
qualifiers will be removed from the validation qualifier.

External | Data Validators, Tetra Tech

Each data package will be verified for completeness by the Tetra Tech
Data Validator. Missing information will be requested by the Tetra Tech
Data Validator from the Laboratory PM.

External | Data Validators, Tetra Tech
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SAP Worksheet #35 -- Validation (Steps lla and Ilb) Process Table
(UEP-QAPP Manual Section 5.2.2) (Figure 37 UFP-QAPP Manual) (Table 9 UFP-QAPP Manual)

Title: Sampling and Analysis Plan
Document Number: W5211722F
Revision Number: 0

Revision Date: July 2013

Responsible for Validation

Data Packages/
EDDs

Step lla/llb Validation Input Description 7
(name, organization)
lla Chain-of-Custody | Custody - Ensure that the custody and integrity of the samples was Project Chemist or Data
Forms maintained from collection to analysis and the custody records are complete Validators, Tetra Tech
and any deviations are recorded. Review that the samples were shipped and
store at the required temperature and sample pH for chemically-preserved
samples meet the requirements listed in Worksheet #19. Ensure that the
analyses were performed within the holding times listed in Worksheet #19.
lla/llb SAP/ Laboratory Ensure that the laboratory QC samples listed in Worksheet #28 were Project Chemist or Data

analyzed and that the MPCs listed in Worksheet #12 were met for all field
samples and QC analyses. Check that specified field QC samples were
collected and analyzed and that the analytical QC criteria set up for this
project were met.

Check the field sampling precision by calculating the RPD for field duplicate
samples. Check the laboratory precision by reviewing the RPD or percent
difference values from laboratory duplicate analyses; MS/MSDs; and LCS/
LCSD, if available. Ensure compliance with the methods and project MPCs
accuracy goals listed in Worksheet #12.

Check that the laboratory recorded the temperature at sample receipt and the
pH of the chemically preserved samples to ensure sample integrity from
sample collection to analysis.

Review the chain-of-custody forms generated in the field to ensure that the
required analytical samples have been collected, appropriate sample
identifications have been used, and correct analytical methods have been
applied. The Tetra Tech Data Validator will verify that elements of the data
package required for validation are present, and if not, the laboratory will be
contacted and the missing information will be requested. Validation will be
performed as per Worksheet #36. Check that all data have been transferred
correctly and completely to the final Structured Query Language (SQL)
database.

Validators, Tetra Tech
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SAP Worksheet #35 — Validation (Steps lla and Ilb) Process Table (Continued)

Title: Sampling and Analysis Plan
Document Number: W5211722F
Revision Number: 0

Revision Date: July 2013

Step lla/llb

Validation Input

Description

Responsible for Validation
(name, organization)

IIb

SAP/ Laboratory
Data Packages/
EDDs

QA/QC - Ensure that all QC samples specified in the SAP were collected and
analyzed and that the associated results were within prescribed SAP acceptance
limits. Ensure that QC samples and standards prescribed in analytical SOPs were
analyzed and within the prescribed control limits. If any significant QC deviations
occur, the Laboratory QAM shall have contacted the Tetra Tech PM.

Deviations - Summarize deviations from methods, procedures, or contracts in the
Data Validation Report. Determine the impact of any deviation from sampling or
analytical methods and SOPs requirements and matrix interferences effect on the
analytical results. Qualify data results based on method or QC deviation and explain
all the data qualifications. Print a copy of the project database qualified data
depicting data qualifiers and data qualifiers codes that summarize the reason for
data qualifications. Determine if the data met the MPCs and discuss the potential
impact of any deviations on the technical usability of the data.

Project Chemist or Data Validators,
Tetra Tech
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SAP Worksheet #36 -- Validation (Steps lla and IIb) Summary Table
(UFP-QAPP Manual Section 5.2.2.1)

. Analytical i . : Data Va”df'“of
Step lla/llb Matrix Validation Criteria (title and organizational
Group o2
affiliation)
Tier 11V data validation. Project-specific criteria for PAHs by SW-846
Soil and 827QD SIM, are listed in W_orksheets #1_2, #15, #19,_#24, and #28. _ Tetra '_I'ech, Project
lla and llb Aqueous PAHs. Region | EPA-NE Data Validation Functional Guidelines for Evaluating Chemist (K. Carper)
Environmental Analyses, Part Il, December 1996 (USEPA, 1996) will be | and staff chemists
applied using these criteria.
Tier 11"V data validation. Criteria for EDB by SW-846 8011 are listed in Tetra Tech. Proi
Soil and Worksheets #12, #15, #19, #24, and #28. Region | EPA-NE Data etra Tech, Project
lla and llb PCBs o ; U ) : Chemist (K. Carper
Agueous Validation Functional Guidelines for Evaluating Environmental Analyses, and staff chemists
Part 111, February 2004 (EPA, 2004) will be applied using these criteria.
Tier 1" data validation. Project-specific criteria for dioxins by SW-846
Soil and o 829_0 are Iisted_ in Work.she.ets #12, #15,_#19, #24, and #28._US_EPA Tetra Tech, Project
lla and llb AqUEoUS Dioxins National Functional Guidelines for Chlorinated Dibenzo-p-Dioxins Chemist (K. Carper)
(CDDs) and Chlorinated Dibenzofurans (CDFs) Data Review, and staff chemists
September 2005 (EPA, 2005b) will be applied using these criteria.
Tier 11"V data validation. Project-specific criteria for metals by SW-846
Soil and 6020A/74_70A/747lB are listed in W(_)rksheets_ #12, #1_5, #_19, #24, and Tetra '_I'ech, Project
lla and llb AquEous Metals #28. Region | EPA-NE Data Validation Functional Guidelines for Chemist (K. Carper)
Evaluating Environmental Analyses, Part IV, November 2008 (USEPA, | and staff chemists
2008) will be applied using these criteria.

1 - As defined in the Region | EPA-NE Data Validation Functional Guidelines for Evaluating Environmental Analyses, Part I, Attachment B, “Region 1 Tiered
Organic and Inorganic Data Validation Guidelines”, July 1, 1993, Draft (USEPA, 1996).
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SAP Worksheet #37 -- Usability Assessment
(UEP-QAPP Manual Section 5.2.3)

Data Usability Assessment

The usability of the data directly affects whether project objectives can be achieved. The following characteristics
will be evaluated at a minimum. The results of these evaluations will be included in the project report. The
characteristics will be evaluated for multiple concentration levels if the evaluator determines that this is
necessary. To the extent required by the type of data being reviewed, the assessors will consult with other
technically competent individuals to render sound technical assessments of these data characteristics:

Completeness: The FOL, acting on behalf of the Project Team, will determine whether deviations from the
scheduled sample collection or analyses occurred. If they have occurred and the Tetra Tech PM determines
that the deviations compromise the ability to meet project objectives she will consult with the Navy RPM and
other project team members, as necessary (determined by the Navy RPM), to develop appropriate corrective
actions.

Precision: The Project Chemist, or designee, acting on behalf of the Project Team, will determine whether
precision goals for field duplicates and laboratory duplicates were met. This will be accomplished by
comparing duplicate results to precision goals identified in Worksheets #12 and #28. This will also include a
comparison of field and laboratory precision with the expectation that laboratory duplicate results will be no
less precise than field duplicate results. If the goals are not met, or data have been flagged as estimated (J
qualifier), limitations on the use of the data will be described in the project report.

Accuracy: The Project Chemist, acting on behalf of the Project Team, will determine whether the
accuracy/bias goals were met for project data. This will be accomplished by comparing percent recoveries
of LCS, LCSD, MS, MSD, and surrogate compounds to accuracy goals identified in Worksheet #28. This
assessment will include an evaluation of field and laboratory contamination; instrument calibration
variability; and analyte recoveries for surrogates, matrix spike, matrix spike duplicate, and laboratory control
samples. If the goals are not met, limitations on the use of the data will be described in the project report.
Bias of the qualified results and a description of the impact of identified non-compliances on a specific data
package or on the overall project data will be described in the project report.

Representativeness: A project scientist identified by the Tetra Tech PM, and acting on behalf of the Project
Team, will determine whether the data are adequately representative of intended populations, both spatially
and temporally. This will be accomplished by verifying that samples were collected and analyzed in
accordance with this SAP, by reviewing spatial and temporal data variations, and by comparing these
characteristics to expectations. The usability report will describe the representativeness of the data for each
matrix and analytical fraction. This will not require quantitative comparisons unless professional judgment of
the project scientist indicates that a quantitative analysis is required.

Comparability: The Project Manager or designee, acting on behalf of the Project Team, will determine
whether the data generated under this project are sufficiently comparable to historical property data
generated by different methods and for samples collected using different procedures and under different
property conditions. This will be accomplished by comparing overall precision and bias among data sets for
each matrix and analytical fraction. This will not require quantitative comparisons unless the Project Chemist
indicates that such quantitative analysis is required.

Sensitivity: The Project Chemist, acting on behalf of the Project Team, will determine whether project
sensitivity goals listed in Worksheet #15 are achieved. The overall sensitivity and quantitation limits from
multiple data sets for each matrix and analysis will be compared. If sensitivity goals are not achieved, the
limitations on the data will be described.
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Describe the evaluative procedures used to assess overall measurement error associated with the
project:

After completion of the data validation, the data and data quality will be reviewed to determine whether sufficient
data of acceptable quality are available for decision making. In addition to the evaluations described above, a
series of inspections and statistical analyses will be performed to estimate these characteristics. The statistical
evaluations will include simple summary statistics for target analytes, such as maximum concentration, minimum
concentration, number of samples exhibiting non-detected results, number of samples exhibiting positive results,
and the proportion of samples with detected and non-detected results. The Project Team members identified by
the Project Manager will assess whether the data collectively support the attainment of project objectives. They
will consider whether any missing or rejected data have compromised the ability to make decisions or to make the
decisions with the desired level of confidence. The data will be evaluated to determine whether missing or
rejected data can be compensated by other data. Although rejected data will generally not be used, there may be
reason to use them in a weight-of-evidence argument, especially when they supplement data that have not been
rejected. If rejected data are used, their use will be supported by technically defensible rationales.

For statistical evaluations, Worksheet #11 describes how to treat non—detected values.

Identify the personnel responsible for performing the usability assessment:

The Tetra Tech PM, Project Chemist, and FOL will be responsible for conducting the listed data usability
assessments. The data usability assessment will be reviewed with the Project Team. If deficiencies affecting the
attainment of project objectives are identified, the review will take place either in a face to face meeting or a
teleconference depending on the extent of identified deficiencies. If no significant deficiencies are identified, the
data usability assessment will simply be documented in the project report and reviewed during the normal
document review cycle.

Describe the documentation that will be generated during usability assessment and how usability
assessment results will be presented so that they identify trends, relationships (correlations), and
anomalies:

The data will be presented in tabular format, including data qualifications such as estimation (J, UJ) or rejection
(R). The project report will identify and describe the data usability limitations and suggest re-sampling or other
corrective actions, if necessary. Graphical presentations of the data such as concentration tag maps will be
generated as part of the overall data evaluation process.
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SAMPLING AND ANALYSIS PLAN
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Remedial

Area Description History Associated sampling locations Available Data Exceedances Category Other Information  [Next Steps
2.5-million gallon capacity GZA cleaned and closed in 1996/1997. A structural
storage underground storage |assessment of the interior of the tank indicated that there L
. . Monit Wells:GZ-201, GZ-225, GZ-226
tank; stored No. 5 Fuel oil were cracks on the floor and the weeping of oil/water was Boor::gc:"B‘gSS elis Groundwater: TPH, VOC,
ings: B-
from the 1940's to 1975, observed. In 2001, FWEC pumped, cleaned, and repaired an . . SVOC, DRO .
Tank 19 . . . L pump . . P e y TtEC 2005 soil exploration: TF2-Tank19-1, ) None 2 No further action.
distillate fuel from 1975 to infiltration points in the tanks. A marine chemist certified . Soil: PAH, TPH, VOC,
. i TF2-Tank19-2, TF2-Tankpit19-1 through TF2- .
1985, and marine diesel fuel |that the tanks were gas-free and safe for workers. Tanks Tankpit19-5 Petroflag™ screening
from 1985 until the mid were ballasted with clean water. No closure permit has been ankp!
1990's. received from RIDEM.
2.5-million gallon capacity GZA cleaned and closed in 1996/1997. A structural
storage underground storage |assessment of the interior of the tank indicated that there Monitoring Wells:GZ-202, GZ-218 . . .
. . . Conduct periodic gauging and bailing of LNAPL
tank; stored No. 5 Fuel oil were cracks on the floor and the weeping of oil/water was Recovery Wells: RW-4 Groundwater: TPH, VOC, . . .
. . . i ) Groundwater: Over 1-foot of LNAPL was and install additional wells. Conduct a Site
Tank 20 from the 1940's to 1975, observed. In 2001, FWEC pumped, cleaned, and repaired any [Borings: B-8 SVOC, DRO, Oil-fingerprint detected in GZ-202 multiole times durin 5 Investication under RIDEM UST reeulations
distillate fuel from 1975 to infiltration points in the tanks. A marine chemist certified TtEC 2005 soil exploration: TF2-Tank20-1, |Soil: PAH, TPH, VOC, augine performed in 2059 B conﬁrnf etroleum is not mobile gevelo a'
1985, and marine diesel fuel [that the tanks were gas-free and safe for workers. Tanks TF2-Tank20-2, TF2-Tankpit20-1 through TF2-|Petroflag™ screening Bauging p ' Correcti\?e Action Plan accordin ’I P
from 1985 until the mid were ballasted with clean water. No closure permit has been |Tankpit20-5 gl
1990's. received from RIDEM.
2.5-million gallon capacity GZA cleaned and closed in 1996/1997. A structural
storage underground storage |assessment of the interior of the tank indicated that there Monitoring Wells:GZ-203, GZ-227
tank; stored No. 5 Fuel oil were cracks on the floor and the weeping of oil/water was Recovery Wells:RW-2 Groundwater: TPH, VOC,
from the 1940's to 1975, observed. In 2001, FWEC pumped, cleaned, and repaired any |Borings: B-31 SVOC, DRO, Lead .
Tank 21 L . . o ) . i . . . None 2 No further action.
distillate fuel from 1975 to infiltration points in the tanks. A marine chemist certified TtEC 2005 soil exploration: TF2-Tank21-1, |Soil: DRO, PAH, TPH, VOC,
1985, and marine diesel fuel [that the tanks were gas-free and safe for workers. Tanks TF2-Tank21-2, TF2-Tankpit21-1 through TF2-[Petroflag™ screening
from 1985 until the mid were ballasted with clean water. No closure permit has been |Tankpit21-5
1990's. received from RIDEM.
5 5-mil I it GZA cleaned and closed in 1996/1997. A structural
.5-million n [
on gation capacity assessment of the interior of the tank indicated that there Monitoring Wells:GZ-204, GZ-217
storage underground storage . .
. were cracks on the floor and the weeping of oil/water was Recovery Wells: RW-5
tank; stored No. 5 Fuel oil . i Groundwater: PAH, TPH, VOC
observed. In 2001, FWEC pumped, cleaned, and repaired any [Borings: B-27, B-28 ) .
Tank 22 from the 1940's to the 1970's. |, .. . L . . . . . Soil: PAH, TPH, VOC, None 2 No further action.
At that ti this tank infiltration points in the tanks. A marine chemist certified TtEC 2005 soil exploration: TF2-Tank22-1, Petroflag™ .
im is tank w r reenin
@ © S_ @ as that the tanks were gas-free and safe for workers. Tanks TF2-Tank22-2, TF2-Tankpit22-1 through TF2- eiroflag™ screening
taken out of service, cleaned . . .
were ballasted with clean water. No closure permit has been |Tankpit22-5
and used as a slop tank. .
received from RIDEM.
2.5-million gallon capacity GZA cleaned and closed in 1996/1997. A structural
storage underground storage |assessment of the interior of the tank indicated that there .
. . . Monitoring Wells: GZ-205, GZ-216
tank; stored No. 5 Fuel oil were cracks on the floor and the weeping of oil/water was Bori B4 Groundwater: DRO, GRO,
. orings: B-
from the 1940's to 1975, observed. In 2001, FWEC pumped, cleaned, and repaired an i . VOC, SVOC, Lead .
Tank 23 pump P y TtEC 2005 soil exploration: TF2-Tank23-1, None 2 No further action.

distillate fuel from 1975 to
1985, and marine diesel fuel
from 1985 until the mid
1990's.

infiltration points in the tanks. A marine chemist certified
that the tanks were gas-free and safe for workers. Tanks
were ballasted with clean water. No closure permit has been
received from RIDEM.

TF2-Tank23-2, TF2-Tankpit23-1 through TF2-
Tankpit23-5

Soil: TPH, VOC, SVOC,
Petroflag™ screening
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Remedial

Area Description History Associated sampling locations Available Data Exceedances Category Other Information |[Next Steps
2.5-million gallon capacity GZA cleaned and closed in 1996/1997. A structural
t d dst assessment of the interior of the tank indicated that there
storage underground s o'rage . . Monitoring Wells: GZ-206, GZ-220
tank; stored No. 5 Fuel oil were cracks on the floor and the weeping of oil/water was . GZ-206 could not be
. . Borings: B-13, B-14 Groundwater: PAH, VOC, TPH .
from the 1940's to 1975, observed. In 2001, FWEC pumped, cleaned, and repaired any . . ) located in the TtEC .
Tank 24 L e . L . . . TtEC 2005 soil exploration: TF2-Tank24-1, [Soil: PAH, TPH, VOC, None 2 . No further action.
distillate fuel from 1975 to infiltration points in the tanks. A marine chemist certified ) . 2009 GW sampling
. ) TF2-Tank24-2, TF2-Tankpit24-1 through TF2-|Petroflag™ screening
1985, and marine diesel fuel [that the tanks were gas-free and safe for workers. Tanks Tankpit24-5 event.
from 1985 until the mid were ballasted with clean water. No closure permit has been ankp!
1990's. received from RIDEM.
2t.5-m|II|ondgaIIon caga?ty GZA cleaned and closed in 1996/1997. A structural g/lzoglzt:rmg Wells: GZ-207, GZ-221, GZ-223,
>torage underground s o‘rage assessment of the interior of the tank indicated that there _, GZ-207 and GZ-224
tank; stored No. 5 Fuel oil Borings: B-10, B-11, B-12 Groundwater: DRO, TPH, VOC,
‘ were cracks on the floor. In 2001, FWEC pumped, cleaned, . . were destroyed
from the 1940's to 1975, . . . L . TtEC 2005 soil exploration: TF2-Tank25-1, |SVOC, Lead . . . .
Tank 25 o and repaired any infiltration points in the tanks. A marine . ) No exceedences post-remedial excavation. 2 during the Tank 25 No further action.
distillate fuel from 1975 to . - TF2-Tank25-2, TF2-Tankpit25-1 through TF2-|Soil: TPH, VOC, SVOC, DRO, L
) i chemist certified that the tanks were gas-free and safe for ] . . remediation in 2005
1985, and marine diesel fuel . Tankpit25-6, TF2-Tankpit25-6D Petroflag™ screening
. . workers. Tanks were ballasted with clean water. No closure L. by TtEC.
from 1985 until the mid . . TtEC 2005 Remediation: TF2-T25-R1
, permit has been received from RIDEM.
1990's. through TF2-T25-R38
2.5-million gallon capacity GZA cleaned and closed in 1996/1997. A structural
storage underground storage |assessment of the interior of the tank indicated that there Monitoring Wells:GZ-208, GZ-222 . . .
. . . Conduct periodic gauging and bailing of LNAPL
tank; stored No. 5 Fuel oil were cracks on the floor and the weeping of groundwater Recovery Wells: RW-3 Groundwater: TPH, VOC, Groundwater: LNAPL was detected in GZ- . . .
. . . - - . . . and install additional wells. Conduct a Site
from the 1940's to 1975, was observed. In 2001, FWEC pumped, cleaned, and repaired |Borings: B-16 SVOC, Qil fingerprinting 208 multiple times during 2009. The last L i
Tank 26 L - . L . . oo . . . . . 2 Investigation under RIDEM UST regulations,
distillate fuel from 1975 to any infiltration points in the tanks. A marine chemist certified|TtEC 2005 soil exploration: TF2-Tank26-1, |Soil: PAH, TPH, VOC, time the well was gauged in 2009, LNAPL . . .
. ) . . . confirm petroleum is not mobile, develop a
1985, and marine diesel fuel [that the tanks were gas-free and safe for workers. Tanks TF2-Tank26-2, TF2-Tankpit26-1 through TF2-|Petroflag™ screening was greater than 1-foot thick. , , .
. . . . . Corrective Action Plan accordingly.
from 1985 until the mid were ballasted with clean water. No closure permit has been |Tankpit26-5
1990's. received from RIDEM.
2.5-million gallon capacity GZA cleaned and closed in 1996/1997. A structural In 2009, THEC
n
storage underground storage |assessment of the interior of the tank indicated that there ¢
8 8 . 8 . . Monitoring Wells: GZ-209, GW-212, GZ-219 . . . recorded that the
tank; stored No. 5 Fuel oil were cracks on the floor and the weeping of oil/water was Borines:B-18 Groundwater: DRO, TPH, VOC, [Soil: A soil sample collected at 15-17" in cover and pad of well
from the 1940's to 1975, observed. In 2001, FWEC pumped, cleaned, and repaired any BS: . . SVOC, Lead boring GZ-209 exceeded the RIDEM GB P No further action (no exceedence in
Tank 27 L . . S . . . TtEC 2005 soil exploration: TF2-Tank27-1, ) . o . 2 GZ-209 was damaged
distillate fuel from 1975 to infiltration points in the tanks. A marine chemist certified . Soil: TPH, DRO, SVOC, VOC, Leachability Criteria with a concentration groundwater sample from GZ-209).
. ] TF2-Tank27-2, TF2-Tankpit27-1 through TF2- . . and could not be
1985, and marine diesel fuel [that the tanks were gas-free and safe for workers. Tanks ] Petroflag™ screening of TPH = 5,600 mg/kg in 1996 .
. . . . Tankpit27-5 removed to initiate
from 1985 until the mid were ballasted with clean water. No closure permit has been i
1990's. received from RIDEM. Sampiing.
2.5-million gallon capacity GZA cleaned and closed in 1996/1997. A structural
t d dst assessment of the interior of the tank indicated that there
storage underground s o.rage . Monitoring Wells: GZ-210, GZ-213
tank; stored No. 5 Fuel oil were cracks on the floor and the weeping of groundwater . Groundwater: TPH, VOC, TtEC found an
from the 1940's to 1975 was observed. In 2001, FWEC pumped, cleaned, and repaired Borings: B-22 SvOC obstruction in well
Tank 28 ’ ' ' pumpec, ’ PAITEY | TtEC 2005 soil exploration:TF2-Tank28-1, None 2 No further action.

distillate fuel from 1975 to
1985, and marine diesel fuel
from 1985 until the mid
1990's.

any infiltration points in the tanks. A marine chemist certified
that the tanks were gas-free and safe for workers. Tanks
were ballasted with clean water. No closure permit has been
received from RIDEM.

TF2-Tank28-2, TF2-Tankpit28-1 through TF2-
Tankpit28-5

Soil: PAH, TPH, VOC,
Petroflag™ screening

GZ-213 during the
2009 sampling event.
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Remedial

Area Description History Associated sampling locations Available Data Exceedances Category Other Information  [Next Steps
2.5-million gallon capacity .
; q d st GZA cleaned and closed in 1996/1997. A structural Monitoring Wells: GZ-211 GZ-214. GZ-228
Storage underground s o‘rage assessment of the interior of the tank indicated that there onitoring THETs: ’ ’ Conduct periodic gauging and bailing of LNAPL
tank; stored No. 5 Fuel oil Recovery Wells: RW-1 Groundwater: TPH, DRO, VOC, |Groundwater: Product was observed . . .
were cracks on the floor. In 2001, FWEC pumped, cleaned, ) . . and install additional wells. Conduct a Site
from the 1940's to 1975, . I . S . Borings: B-25 SvOC coming through the sample tubing at GzZ- L i
Tank 29 o and repaired any infiltration points in the tanks. A marine . . ) . . 2 Investigation under RIDEM UST regulations,
distillate fuel from 1975 to . g TtEC 2005 soil exploration: TF2-Tank29-1, |Soil: DRO, PAH, TPH, VOC, 211 during the 2009 sampling round, and . . .
) i chemist certified that the tanks were gas-free and safe for . . confirm petroleum is not mobile, develop a
1985, and marine diesel fuel . TF2-Tank29-2, TF2-Tankpit29-1 through TF2-|Petroflag™ screening thus the well was not sampled. ) . .
. ) workers. Tanks were ballasted with clean water. No closure ] Corrective Action Plan accordingly.
from 1985 until the mid . . Tankpit29-5
permit has been received from RIDEM.
1990's.
During 1996/1997 tank closure activities, GZA also
decommissioned the fuel distribution pipelines associated
This piping connects the tanks |with each tank and the transfer pipe loop. The pipes were
to one another and to the fuel [cleaned until a PID detected an internal atmosphere of <25
Underground |, =~ .
o distribution area. The lines ppm and then grouted. GZA also performed asbestos . . )
Distribution . N . - Borings: B-1 through B-35 Soil: TPH None 2 No further action.
. are located approximately 10- |abatement activities on encountered sections of the piping
Lines . . S . .
feet underground in concrete |with asbestos containing insulation. In 2001, FWEC inspected
lined utility trenches. the sections of piping decommissioned by GZA. If a length of
piping was found to have elevated levels of VOCs, it was re-
cleaned and re-sealed.
This AOC was GPS located and it was described as having
Aerial bhot h1951: 0 minor, stressed vegetation. A test pit was excavated and soil Additional surf d subsurf . |
erla' P 'o °$ra'° s Open samples were screened for TPH using Petroflag™. Test pit TtEC 2005 soil exploration:TF2-001-1 ] . ! |o.na surtace an' subsurtace _SOI_ sample
TF2-001 burning is evident at Tank 21. . ) Soil: Petroflag™ screening None 1 collection and analysis for PAHs, dioxin and
Not shown in 1953 sample locations were surveyed with a GPS, the area was through TF2-001-5 furans and metals
) photographed and the test pit was backfilled with the )
excavated material.
This AOC was GPS located and it was described as having
. stressed soils. A test pit was excavated and soil samples
Aerial photograph 1951, . ™ . . .
. were screened for TPH using Petroflag™. Test pit sample TtEC 2005 soil exploration:TF2-001-2 ] . .
TF2-002 Large linear ground scar at . . Soil: Petroflag™ screening None 2 No further action.
Tank 19 R s i 1953 locations were surveyed with a GPS, the area was through TF2-002-5
n . Remains in . . ) .
@ emains photographed and the test pit was backfilled with the
excavated material.
This AOC was GPS located and it was described as a grassy,
) open area. A test pit was excavated and soil samples were . . . .
Aerial photograph 1954; Open . . TtEC 2005 soil exploration:TF2-003-1 ] Additional surface and subsurface soil sample
. : screened for TPH using Petroflag™ and also sent to the Soil: DRO, Petroflag™ . . o
TF2-003 burning and stained ground at ) ) . through TF2-003-5. Sent samples TF2-003-2, . None 1 collection and analysis for PAHs, dioxin and
Tank 19 laboratory for analysis. Test pit sample locations were 3 -4 and -5 to laboratory for analvsis screening furans and metals
. ) -3, - - is. .
surveyed with a GPS, the area was photographed and the test ¥ ¥ !
pit was backfilled with the excavated material.
This AOC was GPS located and it was described as a grassy,
Aerial photograph 1954; open area. A test pit was excavated and soil samples were Additional surface and subsurface soil sample
P : grap P P . ™ . > . TtEC 2005 soil exploration:TF2-004-1 . . _ . o P
TF2-004 Open burning and ground screened for TPH using Petroflag™. Test pit sample locations Soil: Petroflag™ screening None 1 collection and analysis for PAHs, dioxin and

staining at Tank 19.

were surveyed with a GPS, the area was photographed and
the test pit was backfilled with the excavated material.

through TF2-004-7

furans and metals.
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This AOC was GPS located and it was described as a grassy,
. open area with a roadway partially within the AOC. A test pit . .
Aerial photograph 1954; . . . . Additional surface and subsurface soil sample
) was excavated and soil samples were screened for TPH using |TtEC 2005 soil exploration:TF2-005-1 ] . . . C o
TF2-005 Open burning and ground . . . Soil: Petroflag™ screening None 1 collection and analysis for PAHs, dioxin and
. Petroflag™. Test pit sample locations were surveyed with a  |through TF2-005-5
staining at Tank 19. . furans and metals.
GPS, the area was photographed and the test pit was
backfilled with the excavated material.
This AOC was GPS located and it was described as a grassy,
Aerial photograph 1954; open area. A test pit was excavated and soil samples were
s g srap . P P . ™ . P . TtEC 2005 soil exploration:TF2-006-1 . ) )
TF2-006 Significant ground staining at |screened for TPH using Petroflag™. Test pit sample locations Soil: Petroflag™ screening None 2 No further action.
. through TF2-006-7
Tank 22. were surveyed with a GPS, the area was photographed and
the test pit was backfilled with the excavated material.
This AOC was GPS located and it was described as having low
Aerial bhot h 1954: vegetation and a grassy, open area. A test pit was excavated
,en?_ photograp o and soil samples were screened for TPH using Petroflag™. TtEC 2005 soil exploration:TF2-007-1 ] . .
TF2-007 Significant ground staining at . . . Soil: Petroflag™ screening None 2 No further action.
Test pit sample locations were surveyed with a GPS, the area |through TF2-007-9
Tank 22. . ) i
was photographed and the test pit was backfilled with the
excavated material.
. This AOC was GPS located and it was described as having
Aerial photograph 1954; . .
TF2-008 Significant d staini ¢ loose rock and shale with no surface soils. Area that N N Not Aoolicabl Not Aoolicabl No furth H
ignificant ground staining a appeared to be staining on the 1954 aerial photographs is one one ot Applicable ot Applicable o further action.
Tank 22. . .
bedrock outcrop. No excavation of this area was completed.
This AOC was GPS located and it was described as having low
vegetation and no staining or stressed vegetation. A test pit
Aerial photograph 1954; was excavated and soil samples were screened for TPH using [TtEC 2005 soil exploration:TF2-009-1 Soil: DRO. Petroflag™
TF2-009 Significant ground staining at |Petroflag™ and also sent to the laboratory for analysis. Test |through TF2-009-9. Sent sample TF2-009-1 screénin ’ 8 None 2 No further action.
Tank 27. pit sample locations were surveyed with a GPS, the area was |to laboratory for analysis. &
photographed and the test pit was backfilled with the
excavated material.
This AOC was GPS located and it was described as having
stressed, stained soils in the SE area and otherwise, partially
) grassy and open and partially wooded. A test pit was . .
Aerial photograph 1954; . . TtEC 2005 soil exploration:TF2-010-1 ]
L ) excavated and soil samples were screened for TPH using Soil: DRO, Petroflag™ .
TF2-010 Significant ground staining at . through TF2-010-13. Sent samples TF2-010- . None 2 No further action.
Petroflag™ and also sent to the laboratory for analysis. Test . screening
Tank 27. . . . 3, -6 and -12 to laboratory for analysis.
pit sample locations were surveyed with a GPS, the area was
photographed and the test pit was backfilled with the
excavated material.
This AOC was GPS located. The area was observed to be a fire
Aerial photograph 1962; hydrant and fire lines buried beneath a berm. The decision
TF2-011 Medium-toned material or was made that no excavation was required. Aerial None None Not Applicable Not Applicable No further action.

liquid east of Tank 19.

photographs showed anomalies here which turned out to be
the buried fire protection infrastructure.
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TF2-012

Aerial photograph 1962;

Ground staining at Tank 22.

This AOC was GPS located and it was described as an open
area with minor stressed vegetation. A test pit was
excavated and soil samples were screened for TPH using
Petroflag™ and also sent to the laboratory for analysis. Test
pit sample locations were surveyed with a GPS, the area was
photographed and the test pit was backfilled with the
excavated material.

TtEC 2005 soil exploration:TF2-012-1
through TF2-012-5. Sent samples TF2-012-1
and -3 to laboratory.

Soil: DRO, VOC, SVOC,
Petroflag™ screening

None

No further action.

TF2-013

Aerial photograph 1962;

Ground staining at Tank 28.

This AOC was GPS located and it was described as having no
stressed vegetation or ground staining. A test pit was
excavated and soil samples were screened for TPH using
Petroflag™. Test pit sample locations were surveyed with a
GPS, the area was photographed and the test pit was
backfilled with the excavated material.

TtEC 2005 soil exploration:TF2-013-1
through TF2-013-5

Soil: Petroflag™ screening

None

No further action.

TF2-014

Aerial photograph 1962;

Ground staining at Tank 28.

This AOC was GPS located and it was described as an open
vegetated area with no stress or staining. A test pit was
excavated and soil samples were screened for TPH using
Petroflag™. Test pit sample locations were surveyed with a
GPS, the area was photographed and the test pit was
backfilled with the excavated material.

TtEC 2005 soil exploration:TF2-014-1
through TF2-014-5

Soil: Petroflag™ screening

None

No further action.

TF2-015

Aerial photograph 1962;

Ground staining at Tank 29.

This AOC was GPS located and it was described as an open
area that surrounds the Tank 29 blockhouse. A test pit was
excavated and soil samples were screened for TPH using
Petroflag™. Test pit sample locations were surveyed with a
GPS, the area was photographed and the test pit was
backfilled with the excavated material.

TtEC 2005 soil exploration:TF2-015-1
through TF2-015-5

Soil: Petroflag™ screening

None

No further action.

TF2-016

Aerial photograph 1962;
Staining and dark toned
material at Tank 27.

This AOC was GPS located and it was described as not having
any staining or mounded material that was observable. A
test pit was excavated and soil samples were screened for
TPH using Petroflag™ and also sent to the laboratory for
analysis. Test pit sample locations were surveyed with a GPS,
the area was photographed and the test pit was backfilled
with the excavated material.

TtEC 2005 soil exploration:TF2-016-1
through TF2-016-5. Sent samples TF2-016-3
and -4 to laboratory for analysis.

Soil: DRO, Petroflag™
screening

None

No further action.

TF2-017

Aerial photograph 1962; Two
pits are southwest of Tank 26.

This AOC was GPS located and it was described as having
stressed vegetation and two, small craters and various small
depressions. A test pit was excavated and soil samples were
screened for TPH using Petroflag™. Test pit sample locations
were surveyed with a GPS, the area was photographed and
the test pit was backfilled with the excavated material.

TtEC 2005 soil exploration:TF2-017-1
through TF2-017-5

Soil: Petroflag™ screening

None

No further action.
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This AOC was GPS located and it was described as having
) stressed vegetation. It was recommended to extend the test
Aerial photograph 1964; . . .
pit outside the area boundary. A test pit was excavated and . .
Access road leads to two . . ™ TtEC 2005 soil exploration:TF2-018-1 . . )
TF2-018 . soil samples were screened for TPH using Petroflag™. Test Soil: Petroflag™ screening None P No further action.
circular ground scars east of . . . through TF2-018-5
Tank 26 pit sample locations were surveyed with a GPS, the area was
an ’ photographed and the test pit was backfilled with the
excavated material.
This AOC was GPS located and it was described as having a
Aerial phot h 1964- depression in the middle of the AOC. It was stated that the
Aerla P o;lgraz tot ’ test pit would be extended outside the area boundary. A test TEC 2005 soil loration:TF2-019-1
ccess road leads to two . . soil exploration:TF2-019- . .
TF2-019 . pit was excavated and soil samples were screened for TPH P Soil: Petroflag™ screening None 2 No further action.
circular ground scars east of . . . through TF2-019-5
Tank 26 using Petroflag™. Test pit sample locations were surveyed
an ) with a GPS, the area was photographed and the test pit was
backfilled with the excavated material.
Aerial bhot h 1970: This AOC was GPS located. It was stated that the excavation
Gerla Z ° °$ra? ble i ! would occur in AOC 20 and not AOC 39, which overlaps AOC
round scaris visibie in 20. A test pit was excavated and soil samples were screened |TtEC 2005 soil exploration:TF2-020-1 ] . .
TF2-020 wooded area at the west . . . Soil: Petroflag™ screening None 2 No further action.
tral porti £ Tank F for TPH using Petroflag™. Test pit sample locations were through TF2-020-5
central portion of fank Farm surveyed with a GPS, the area was photographed and the test
2. . ) . .
pit was backfilled with the excavated material.
Aerial photograph 1972; AOC was GPS located. Area that appeared to be staining in
TF2-021 Ground staining evident near |the 1972 aerial photographs is a bedrock outcrop. No None None Not Applicable Not Applicable No further action.
Tank 19. excavation of this area was completed.
i 1972;
Aerial photograph 1372; Open This AOC was GPS located and it was described as being
storage of thousands of ] Vo . . .
tacked cvlindrical tai defined by a 1'-1' concrete berm. A test pit was excavated TtEC 2005 soil exploration:TF2-022-TP1-1
s.a.cble C_Zhl_n trr:ca .conlamers and soil samples were screened for TPH using Petroflag™ and |through TF2-022-TP1-5 and TF2-022-TP2-1 Soil: DRO. GRO. Petroflag™
visible within the circular . . il: § , Petrofla ) .
TF2-022 also sent to the laboratory for analysis. Test pit sample through TF2-022-TP2-5. Sent all samples to . 8 None 2 JP-5 soils No further action.
access road west of Tanks 27 . . . screening
) o locations were surveyed with a GPS, the area was laboratory for analysis except TF2-022-TP2-
and 28. Containers remain in . . .
photographed and the test pit was backfilled with the 2.
place throughout the 1970s. .
excavated material.
All are removed by 1988.
This AOC was GPS located and it was described as having
Aerial photograph 1975; Two |debris along the western edge. A test pit was excavated and
scarred or cleared areas are  |soil samples were screened for TPH using Petroflag™. Test TtEC 2005 soil exploration:TF2-023-1 ] . .
TF2-023 Soil: Petroflag™ screening None 2 No further action.

visible in the wooded area
west of Tank 25.

pit sample locations were surveyed with a GPS, the area was
photographed and the test pit was backfilled with the
excavated material.

through TF2-023-5
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This AOC was GPS located and it was described as being
Aerial photograph 1975; Two [previously cleared but currently with heavy, new growth. A
scarred or cleared areas are  |test pit was excavated and soil samples were screened for TtEC 2005 soil exploration:TF2-024-1 ] . .
TF2-024 . . " . . Soil: Petroflag™ screening None 2 No further action.
visible in the wooded area TPH using Petroflag™. Test pit sample locations were through TF2-024-9
west of Tank 25. surveyed with a GPS, the area was photographed and the test
pit was backfilled with the excavated material.
Aerial photograph 1975; GPS located area. Area that appeared to be ground
TF2-025 Ground scar and/or liquid are [staining/liquid in the 1975 aerial photograph is a bedrock None None Not Applicable Not Applicable No further action.
located east of Tank 19. outcrop. No excavation of this area was completed.
Combined AOCs 033, 034, and 026 into one extended test pit. Monitorine Wells: GZ-215
Aerial photograph 1979; Low |[This AOC was GPS located and it was described as having onitoring . ers: .
round area containin heavy scrub vegetation present. A test pit was excavated and TEEC 2005 soil exploration:TF2-026-1 Groundwater: DRO, GRO,
TF2-026 grobable liquid Iocateg north |[soil szm les Wfre screerF:ed for .TPH usinp Petroflag™ and also through TF2-026-8. Also including TF2-026- |PAH, TPH, Lead, VOC None 2 JP-5 soils No further action
P ana. P . g & " and Aoy A, TF2-026-3A, TF2-026-8A and TF2-026-  |Soil: DRO, GRO, VOC, SVOC, '
of stored containers. Also sent to the laboratory for analysis. Test pit sample locations 8D, Sent all les to laboratory f Petroflag™ .
visible in 1980 photo. were surveyed with a GPS, the area was photographed and ) ejn all sampies to faboratory for elrotlag™ screening
. ' . . analysis.
the test pit was backfilled with the excavated material.
. This AOC was GPS located and it was described as having
Aerial photograph 1979; Hose | . . . .
distressed vegetation. A test pit was excavated and soil
leads from structure to a . . . .
] i samples were screened for TPH using Petroflag™. Test pit TtEC 2005 soil exploration:TF2-027-1 ] . .
TF2-027 discharge point at Tank . . Soil: Petroflag™ screening None 2 No further action.
. . sample locations were surveyed with a GPS, the area was through TF2-027-5
23/Hose observed in aerial . ) .
photographed and the test pit was backfilled with the
photos lead from T23 vault. .
excavated material.
This AOC was GPS located and it was described as an open
area with low vegetation. A test pit was excavated and soil
samples were screened for TPH using Petroflag™ and also TtEC 2005 soil exploration:TF2-028-1
) sent to the laboratory for analysis. A remedial excavation through TF2-028-9. Sent samples TF2-028-8
Aerial photograph 1979; Large . .
TF2-028 stained areas west of hose took place to the south, west, and north of TF2-028-9. and 9 for laboratory analysis Soil: DRO, Petroflag™ No exceedences post-remedial excavation 5 No further action
i i Confirmatory samples were collected and screened for TPH  [TtEC 2005 Remediation: TF2-028-9-1 screening P ' '
and discharge point. . ™ .
using Petroflag™ and also sent to the laboratory for analysis. [through TF2-028-9-4. Sent samples TF2-028-
All sample locations were surveyed with a GPS, the area was (9-1, 2, 3, and 4 to the lab for analysis.
photographed and the test pits and excavation area was
backfilled with clean material.
This AOC was GPS located and it was described as having
Aerial bhot h 1979 L stressed vegetation within the area of interest. A test pit was
erial photograp ; Large . . . .
excavated and soil samples were screened for TPH usin TtEC 2005 soil exploration:TF2-029-1
TF2-029 stained areas west of hose P & i Soil: Petroflag™ screening None 2 No further action.

and discharge point.

Petroflag™. Test pit sample locations were surveyed with a
GPS, the area was photographed and the test pit was
backfilled with the excavated material.

through TF2-029-5
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This AOC was GPS located and it was described as having a
depression on the western side of the Tank 23 blower. A test
Aerial photograph 1981; Hose |pit was excavated and soil samples were screened for TPH TtEC 2005 soil exploration:TF2-030-1 Soil: DRO. VOC. SVOC
TF2-030 or pipe leads from a structure |using Petroflag™ and also sent to the laboratory for analysis. [through TF2-030-5. Sent sample TF2-030-4 ) ' T None 2 No further action.
. . . . . Petroflag™ screening
or pit at Tank 20. Test pit sample locations were surveyed with a GPS, the area |to laboratory for analysis.
was photographed and the test pit was backfilled with the
excavated material.
This AOC was GPS located and it was described as having
minor stressed vegetation and a new, 4" hose on the ground.
Aerial photograph 1981; Hose |A test pit was excavated and soil samples were screened for |TtEC 2005 soil exploration:TF2-031-1 Soil: DRO. Petroflag™
TF2-031 or pipe leads from a structure |TPH using Petroflag™ and also sent to the laboratory for through TF2-031-5. Sent all samples from scre.enin ’ & None 2 No further action.
or pit at Tank 20. analysis. Test pit sample locations were surveyed with a GPS, [test pit to laboratory for analysis. &
the area was photographed and the test pit was backfilled
with the excavated material.
Aerial photograph 1986; Fill |AOC was located with a GPS. The AOC was described as a fill
i thwest porti f [area with large debris and slopes too steep to excavate. Fill
TF2-032 area in northwest portion o ge dev P reep t , See TF2-037 See TF2-037 See TF2-037 2 No further action.
tank farm. Debris in area in made up of piles, tires, concrete. AOC investigated with the
1995. TF2-037 test pit.
ial ph h 1986;
Aerial photograph 1986; . |GPS located area, mound present and will be excavated
Mound of dark toned material . . . . .
TF2-033 . through the middle. Combined with AOCs 034 and 026 and See TF2-026 See TF2-026 See TF2-026 2 JP-5 soils No further action.
west of container storage . i . .
investigated with the 026 test pit.
area.
Aerial photograph 1986; Area |GPS located area. Area contains construction/ demolition
TF2-034 of staining or liquid adjacent |debris including drum with stained soil. Combined with AOCs See TF2-026 See TF2-026 See TF2-026 2 JP-5 soils No further action.
to container storage area. 033 and 026 and investigated with the 026 test pit.
This AOC was GPS located and the mound was present. It
. . was stated that the test pit would run through the center of
Aerial photograph 1988; Light- . . . . .
o the mounded material. A test pit was excavated and soil TtEC 2005 soil exploration:TF2-035-1 ]
toned mounded material is . Soil: DRO, GRO, Petroflag™ . .
TF2-035 L ) samples were screened for TPH using Petroflag™ and also through TF2-035-9. Sent samples TF2-035- . None 2 JP-5 soils No further action.
visible in the former container . . . . screening
sent to the laboratory for analysis. Test pit sample locations (1, 2, 5,6, and 9 to laboratory for analysis.
storage area. .
were surveyed with a GPS, the area was photographed and
the test pit was backfilled with the excavated material.
Aerial photograph 1988; Light-|This AOC was GPS located and the mound was present. It
toned mounded material is was stated that the test pit would run through the center of
TF2-036 P & See TF2-035 See TF2-035 See TF2-035 2 JP-5 soils No further action.

visible in the former container
storage area.

the mounded material. Combined with AOC-035,
investigated with TF2-035 test pit.
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AOC was GPS located and described as an area on top of fill
with stressed vegetation present. The test pit was excavated
and samples collected and screened for TPH by Petroflag™ TtEC 2005 soil exploration:TF2-037-1
Aerial photograph 1988; Two [and also sent to the laboratory for analysis. Remedial through TF2-037-5. Sent all samples to
large pits (one containing a excavations were performed east, west, and north of TF2-037{laboratory for analysis. Soil: DRO, VOC, SVOC, . . .
TF2-037 L . . ) e . No exceedences post-remedial excavation. 2 No further action.
cylindrical object) are in the  |2. Confirmatory samples were collected and screened for TPH|TtEC 2005 Remediation: TF2-037-2-1 Petroflag™ screening
north central portion of TF2. [by Petroflag™ and also sent to the laboratory for analysis. All [through TF2-037-2-4. All samples sent to
sample locations were surveyed with a GPS, the area was the laboratory.
photographed and the test pits and excavation area was
backfilled with clean material.
Aerial ?hotograph 198_8; Two AOC was located with a GPS. Area identified as a pit on the
large pits (one containing a . . . . . . .
TF2-038 D . . 1988 aerial photograph is a water valve. Will not excavate in None None Not Applicable Not Applicable No further action.
cylindrical object) are in the .
. this area.
north central portion of TF2.
Ain?l photolgrapl; 19:8; Three AOC was located with a GPS. Area identified as three pits (TF2
pits fone polygon) and a 039, TF2-040, TF2-041) on photographs are water valves,
ground scarred area are . . . .
TF2-039 ithi d adi tt scarred area observed in photos due to installation of these See TF2-020 See TF2-020 See TF2-020 2 No further action.
Within and adjacent to valves. Will not excavate. AOC TF2-020, which overlaps TF2-
wooded area on the western
) 039, was excavated.
side of TF2.
Aerial photograph 1988; Three
pits (one polygon) and a
d d
Tr2-040  [BrOTNCScarredarea are See TF2-039. See TF2-039 See TF2-039 See TF2-039 2 No further action.
within and adjacent to
wooded area on the western
side of TF2.
Aerial photograph 1988; Three
pits (one polygon) and a
d d
TF2-0a1  [BTONNC Scartedarea are See TF2-039. See TF2-039 See TF2-039 See TF2-039 2 No further action.
within and adjacent to
wooded area on the western
side of TF2.
This AOC was GPS located and described as a ground scarred
Aerial photograph 1988; Three|area and that the AOC follows drainage west, construction
pits and a ground scarred area |debris and water valve present. A test pit was excavated and [TtEC 2005 soil exploration:TF2-042-1 Soil: DRO. Petroflag™
TF2-042 are within and adjacent to soil samples were screened for TPH using Petroflag™ and also [through TF2-042-9. Sent samples TF2-042-3 ’ ! & None 2 No further action.

wooded area on the western
side of TF2.

sent to the laboratory for analysis. Test pit sample locations
were surveyed with a GPS, the area was photographed and
the test pit was backfilled with the excavated material.

and TF2-042-6 to laboratory for analysis.

screening
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Area Description History Associated sampling locations Available Data Exceedances Category Other Information  [Next Steps

Aerial photograph 1992; A

large linear ground scar is on

the west side of T26/Line from

transformer building 219, Appears to be utility related as an underground line marker . i )
TF2-043 8 . PP . Y & None None Not Applicable Not Applicable No further action.

vegetated area. Appears to be [is present. Will not excavate.

utility related as an

underground line marker is

present.

Located west of Tank 28. Was Soil and Groundwater:
Buo From historical photographs and documents it appears that Soil not tested for lead. Additional surface
St . / JP-5 previously investigaated as this area was fofmerl gusli)ad to store Naval Buo spapnd to store| ~° AOCs 022, -026, -033, -034, -035 and - DRO/GRO, VOCs, SVOCs Not Applicabl 1 d subsurf il I llecti d
S c?lrzge AOCs -022, -026, -033, -034, - e of JP5 | A :; | Y 036 Groundwater: lead Soil: Ot Applicable an Isu. sfur Tcedsm sample collection an

oil Area a pile of JP-5 impacted soi analysis for lea
035 and -036. P P Petroflag™ y
SIRAR 2006: TF2-B219-1 through TF2-B219-

Former Electrical Service This building was used for electrical equipment, includin 4 surface soil samples collected around Additional surface and subsurface soil sample
Bldg 219 o / & quip & e . P soil: VOC, PCB PCBs exceeded 1 ] . P

Transformer Building transformers. building perimeter all sent for laboratory collection and analysis for PCBs.

analysis

Notes:

1. Tables A3.1 through A.3.14 of this Appendix include the specific criteria used to determine exceedances in the column titled 'Exceedances'.
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Date

Activity

Wells

Analyses

Comments

October -
December, 1996

GZA installed 11 monitoring
wells

GZ-201 to GZ-211

September and
October, 1997

GZA installed an additional 17
monitoring wells

GZ-212 to GZ-228

June, 1997

GZA collected groundwater
samples.

GZ-201 through GZ-211

TPH, VOCs and PAHs

A water sample could not be
collected from GZ-207 because it
was dry.

December, 1997

GZA collected groundwater
samples

GZ-212 through GZ-228 and
GZ-207

TPH, VOCs and PAHSs

June, 1999

FWEC collected groundwater
samples from nine of the 27
monitoring wells on site

GZ-207, GZ-208, GZ-212, GZ
-213,GZ-214,GZ-218, GZ-
221, GZ-225 and GZ -227

March - May
2005

Tetra Tech EC collected water
samples from all “serviceable”
monitoring wells, totalling 32

monitoring wells.

GZ-201 to GZ-208; GZ-210 to
GZ -228 and RW-1 to RW-5.

VOCs, SVOCs and TPH DRO

GZ-202 and GZ-208

Samples from these two wells
were also analyzed as an oil-
water mixture and the lab

performed petroleum fingerprint

analysis on the samples.

The samples were identified in the
Number 2 Fuel Qil range.
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Date

Activity

Wells

Analyses

Comments

July, 2005

In July 2005, Tetra Tech EC
submitted a Work Plan for
additional monitoring well
installations at the Site. The
plan proposed 20 additional
monitoring wells, to be
installed, if necessary, in the
backfilled areas surrounding
each tank. RIDEM provided
comments on this Work Plan,
but the work was never
initiated, because it was
determined that, based upon
the results of the SIRAR,
additional groundwater
monitoring wells were not
required.

2009

Tetra Tech EC collected
groundwater samples from 15
site wells. All groundwater
samples collected were
analyzed for VOCs, SVOCs and
total and dissolved lead.

GZ-203,-205, -209, -210, -211,
-212,-213, -215, -217, -218, -
219, -220, -222, -223, -225

VOCs, SVOCs, and total and
dissolved lead

Five selected wells: GZ-205, -
215, -219, -223, -225

TPH (GRO and DRO)




Summary of Conditions at Tank 19

NAVSTA, Newport, Rhode Island

Table A-3.1

Tank Farm 2

Groundwater LNAPL Gauging
Sample ID Gz-201 GZ-225 GZ-226 GZ-201 |[GZ-225|GZ-226
Collection Date| 03/11/05* Jun-97 | 04/01/05| Jun-99 03/11/05 Date (ft) (ft) (ft)
RIDEM GB RlDEL'J\;I)Ej GW
GW . Apr-09 NM NG ND
. Objectives Concgntratlon
Analyte Unit Limit
1-Methylnaphthalene ug/L NS NS ND 10 ND ND ND Feb-02 ND ND ND
Bis(2-Ethylhexyl)Phthalate ug/L NS NS ND ND ND 6.0 ND Aug-01 ND ND ND
Diesel Range Organics (DRO) | mg/L NS NS 15 NT 0.15 NT ND Jul-01 ND ND ND
Diethylphthalate ug/L NS NS ND ND ND 2.0 ND Jun-99 ND ND NG
Di-N-Butylphthalate ug/L NS NS ND ND ND 1.0 ND Mar-98 ND NG ND
Methylene Chloride ug/L NS NS ND ND ND 3.0 ND Jul-97 0.12 NG NG
TPH mg/L NS NS NT 1600 NT 0.73 NT Jun-97 0.12 NG NG
VOCs mg/L NS NS ND ND ND NA ND May-97 ND NG NG
*GZ-201 was analyzed at 10x dilution for VOCs Apr-97 0.02 NG NG
ND = Not detected above laboratory reporting limits Mar-97 0.02 NG NG
J=Estimated Value Feb-97 0.01 NG NG
NS= No Standard Jan-97 0.01 NG NG
NT = Not tested ND = Not detected
NA = Not applicable NG = Not gauged
NM = not measurable
Soil
Sample ID| GZ-201 | GZ-225 | GZ-226 B-35 TF2-Tankpit19-3
Collection Date| Nov-96 Oct-97 | Oct-97 May-97 6/1/05
RIDEM
Method 1 RIDEM
Industrial / Meth;_)lng GB Upper
Commercial . Concentr (0-2) (0-2Y) (4-6") (10-12" (209
. Leachability .
Direct Criteria a'.uo.n
Exposure Limit
Analyte Unit Criteria
Bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate mg/kg 410 NS 10,000 NT NT NT NT 0.25J
DRO mg/kg 2,500 NS 30,000 NT NT NT NT ND
PAHs mg/kg NS NS NS ND ND ND NT ND
TPH mg/kg 2,500 NS 30,000 ND ND 40 ND NT
VOCs mg/kg NS NS NS ND ND ND NT ND

ND = Not detected above laboratory reporting limits

NS= No Standard
NT = Not tested

J=Estimated Value




Table A-3.2

Summary of Conditions at Tank 20

NAVSTA,

Tank Farm 2
Newport, Rhode Island

Groundwater LNAPL Gauging
Sample ID GZ-202 Gz-218 RwW-4 GZ-202 | GZ-218
Collection Date| 4/7/05 Jun-97 |04/01/05*| Jun-99 | Dec-97 Date (ft) (ft)
RIDEM
RIDEM GB ?Ji;?e\:’v
GW 7/27/2009 0.35 NG
Objectives Con_centr
ation
Analyte Unit Limit
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene ug/L NS NS NT ND ND 7 5.3 7/9/2009 0.5 NG
1-Methylnaphthalene ug/L NS NS NT 13 ND ND ND 6/12/2009 1.13 NG
Bis(2-ethylHexyl)Phthalate ug/L NS NS NT ND ND 9 ND 6/1/2009 1.17 NG
Diesel Range Organics (DRO) | mgl/l NS NS NT NT 13 NT NT Not 5/21/2009 0.79 NG
Diethylphthalate ug/L NS NS NT ND ND 2.0 ND | Sampled 5/6/2009 0.25 NG
Fluorene ug/l NS NS NT ND 4 ND ND 4/29/2009 0.4 NG
Fuel Oil #2 (C9-C25) mg/L NS NS 790** NT NT NT NT 4/13/2009 1.66 NG
Methylene Chloride ug/L NS NS NT ND ND 3.0 ND Spring 200§ ND NG
Naphthalene (VOC) ug/L NS NS NT ND ND 8 9.7 Feb-02 0.05 ND
PAHs mg/L NS NS NT NA NA NA ND Nov-01 0.01 ND
Phenanthrene ug/l NS NS NT ND 8.1 ND ND Oct-01 0.02 NG
P-lIsopropyltoluene ug/L NS NS NT ND ND ND 1.1 8/20/2001 0.05 NG
TPH mg/L NS NS NT 2.1 NT 3.7 54 Aug-01 NG ND
VOCs mg/L NS NS NT ND ND NA NA Jul-01 0.03 ND
*GZ-218 was analyzed at 100x dilution for VOCs 2001 0.05 NG
**GZ-202 was sampled as oil-water mixture Jun-99 0.28 ND
ND = Not detected above laboratory reporting limits Mar-98 0.23 NG
J=Estimated Value Feb-98 ND NG
NS= No Standard Jan-98 ND NG
NT = Not tested Dec-97 0.02 ND
NA = Not applicable Nov-97 0.03 NG
Oct-97 0.11 NG
Soll Sep-97 0.02 NG
ND NG
Sample ID| GZ-202 | GZ-218 B-8 Aug-97
Collection Date| Nov-96 Oct-97 [ May-97 Jul-97 ND NG
RIDEM
Method 1 | \1eihod 1| RIDEM
Industna.I/C GB TPH Upper
ommerual Leachabilil concentra (0-29) (5-7") |(10-129) detected NG
Direct N o
Exposure ty Criteria| tion Limit
Analyte Unit | ~riteria Jun-97
PAHs mg/kg NS NS NS ND ND NT May-97 ND NG
TPH mg/kg 2,500 2,500 30,000 ND ND ND Apr-97 ND NG
VOCs mg/kg NS NS NS ND ND NT Mar-97 ND NG
ND = Not detected above laboratory reporting limits Feb-97 ND NG
NS= No Standard Jan-97 ND NG

NT = Not tested

ND = Not detected

NG = Not gauged




Table A-3.3
Summary of Conditions at Tank 21
Tank Farm 2
NAVSTA, Newport, Rhode Island

Groundwater LNAPL Gauging
Sample ID GZ-203 Gz-227 RW-2 GZ-203| RW-2|GZ-227
Collection Date| 5/19/2009( 04/05/05 | Jun-97 | 04/05/05* Jun-99 4/14/2005 Date (ft) (ft) (ft)
RIDEM GB RIDEUMppGe? GW
GW . Apr-09 NG NG ND
L Concentration
Analyte unit | Objectives Limit
2-Methylnaphthalene ug/L NS NS ND ND ND 3.5 3.0 ND Feb-02 ND ND ND
Bis(2-EthylHexyl)Phthalate ug/L NS NS ND ND ND ND 4.0J ND Nov-01 ND ND | 0.01
Diesel Range Organics (DRO) [ mg/L NS NS NT 2.8 NT 3.1 NT 0.35 Oct-01 NG ND ND
Lead (Dissolved) ug/L NS NS 3.2B NT NT NT NT NT Aug-01 ND NG 0.02
Lead (Total) ug/L NS NS 1.9B NT NT NT NT NT Jul-01 ND NG 0.02
Naphthalene (VOC) ug/L NS NS ND ND ND ND 1.0J ND 2001 NG NG | 0.02
PAHs mg/L NS NS ND ND ND NA NA ND Jun-99 ND NG ND
Phenanthrene ug/L NS NS ND ND ND 2.9 1.0J ND Aug-97 ND NG NG
TPH mg/L NS NS NT NT ND NT 1.6 NT Jul-97 ND NG NG
VOCs mg/L NS NS ND ND ND ND ND ND Jun-97 ND NG NG
*GZ227 was analyzed at 10x dilution for VOCs May-97 ND NG NG
ND = Not detected above laboratory reporting limits Apr-97 ND NG NG
J=Estimated Value Mar-97 ND NG NG
NS= No Standard Feb-97 ND NG NG
NT = Not tested Jan-97 ND NG NG
NA = Not applicable ND = Not detected
NG = Not gauged
Soil
Sample ID| GZz-203 |GZ-200| Gz-227 B-31 TF2-Tank21-1 | TF2-Tankpit21-1
Collection Date Oct-97 | Oct-97 May-97 5/17/05 5/31/05
RIDEM
Methoq 1 Method 1 GB RIDEM
Industrlal_ / TPH Upper
Commercial . Concentr (0-29) (0-29 (10-129 D) 59
. Leachability .
Direct Criteria a’gqn N
Exposure Limit ot
Analyte Unit Criteria Sampled
Diesel Range Organics (DRO) | mg/kg 2,500 NS 30,000 NT NT NT 48 120
PAHs mg/kg NS NS NS ND ND NT NT NT
SVOCs mg/kg NS NS NS ND ND NT NT ND
TPH mg/kg 2,500 NS 30,000 11 ND ND NT NT
VOCs mg/kg NS NS NS ND ND NT NT ND

ND = Not detected above laboratory reporting limits

NS= No Standard
NT = Not tested
GZ-200 is a duplicate of GZ-227




Summary of Conditions at Tank 22

NAVSTA, Newport, Rhode Island

Table A-3.4

Tank Farm 2

LNAPL Gauging

Groundwater
Sample ID|GZ-204| GZ-217 RW-5
Collection Date| Jun-97 | Dec-97
= e c
Og p 2
m> B33
Ot PaotE
(] O "
oo p & Sampled
x y O
Analyte Unit
PAHs mg/L NS NS ND ND
TPH mg/L NS NS ND 2
VOCs mg/L NS NS ND ND
ND = Not detected above laboratory reporting limits
NS= No Standard
Soil
Sample ID| GZ-204 | Gz-217 B-27 B-28
Collection Date| Nov-96 Oct-97 5/1/97 5/1/97
E © =
— 2 o I = =
3g5 E2 |53
£ edwml O 2 c
@ o= O = 5.2
@] = ' f ' '
=0 52 <= s © (5-6") (0-2Y) (10-12") | (@0-129)
E = - — T O w +—
IS8° 28 |25
8% = o | X2
I c
x 30 S o S
Analyte Unit = -
PAHs mg/kg NS NS NS ND ND NT NT
TPH mg/kg 2,500 2,500 [ 30,000 29 ND ND ND
VOCs mg/kg NS NS NS ND ND NT NT

ND = Not detected above laboratory reporting limits
NS= No Standard
NT = Not tested

GZ-204 | Gz-217 RW-5

Date (ft) (ft) (ft)
2/1/2002 ND ND ND
Nov-01 ND ND ND
Oct-01 NG NG ND
Aug-01 ND ND NG
Jul-01 ND ND NG
Jun-99 ND ND NG
Aug-97 ND NG NG
Jul-97 ND NG NG
Jun-97 ND NG NG
May-97 ND NG NG

ND NG NG
Apr-97
Mar-97 ND NG NG
Feb-97 ND NG NG
Jan-97 ND NG NG

ND = Not detected

NG = Not gauged




Table A-3.5

Summary of Conditions at Tank 23
Tank Farm 2

NAVSTA, Newport, Rhode Island

Groundwater LNAPL Gauging
Sample ID GZ-205 GZ-216 GZ-205|GZ-216
Collection Date| 5/20/09 |3/11/05*| Jun-97 | 3/9/05 |Dec-97 Date (ft) (ft)
RIDEM
RIDEM GB GW
GB GW CcL)Jrl?([:):rr\tr Dec-02 ND NG
Objective| iion

Analyte Unit S L imit
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene ug/l NS NS ND ND 1.2 ND ND Feb-02 NG ND
1-Methylnaphthalene ug/l NS NS ND ND 84 ND ND Aug-01 ND ND
2-Methylnaphthalene ug/l NS NS ND 35 10 ND ND Jul-01 ND ND
Acenaphthene ug/l NS NS ND 3.6 ND ND ND Jun-99 ND ND
Diesel Range Organics (DRO) mg/l NS NS 0.16 13 NT 0.35 NT Aug-97 ND NG
Fluorene ug/l NS NS ND 6.0 ND ND ND Jul-97 ND NG
Gasoline Range Organics (GRO)| mg/! NS NS 0.01 NT NT NT NT Jun-97 ND NG
Isopropylbenzene ug/l NS NS ND ND 2.3 ND ND May-97 [ ND NG
Lead (Dissolved) ug/l NS NS ND NT NT NT NT Apr-97 ND NG
Lead (Total) ug/l NS NS 1.7B NT NT NT NT Mar-97 ND NG
Naphthalene (SVOC) ug/l NS NS ND ND 42 ND ND Feb-97 ND NG
Naphthalene (VOC) ug/l NS NS ND 6.4 37 ND ND Jan-97 ND NG
n-propylbenzene ug/l NS NS ND ND 3.5 ND ND ND = Not detected
0-xylene ug/l NS NS ND ND 1.1 ND ND NG = Not gauged
PAHs mg/I NS NS ND ND NA ND ND
Phenanthrene ug/l NS NS ND 11 ND ND ND
sec-butylbenzene ug/l NS NS ND ND 1.2 ND ND
TPH mg/| NS NS NT NT ND ND ND
VOCs mg/| NS NS ND ND NA ND ND

*GZ-205 was analyzed at 50x dilution for VOCs

ND = Not detected above laboratory reporting limits

B = The result reported is less than reporting limit, but greater than instrument detection
NS= No Standard

NT = Not tested

NA = Not applicable

Soil
Sample ID| GZ-205 | GZ-216 B-4
Collection Date| Oct-96 May-97
E © =
- 2 I =
22f | B2 1]
SE28 82 | 56
é S % - % = § (25-27") (10-12Y)
c© + c
x =0 =g o
Analyte Unit | £ - ©
1-Methylnaphthalene mg/kg| NS NS | 10,000 | 2.9 Sa:?)tle gL NT
2-Methylnaphthalene mg/kg| 10,000 NS 10,000 1.5 NT
Acenaphthene mg/kg| 10,000 NS 10,000 0.34 NT
Fluorene mg/kg| 10,000 NS 10,000 0.86 NT
Naphthalene (SVOC) mg/kg| 10,000 NS 10,000 0.41 NT
naphthalene (VOC) mg/kg| 10,000 NS 10,000 1.4 NT
n-butylbenzene mg/kg NS NS 10,000 0.42 NT
Phenanthrene mg/kg| 10,000 NS 10,000 2.5 NT
sec-butylbenzene mg/kg NS NS 10,000 0.3 NT
TPH mg/kg| 2,500 2,500 30,000 930 ND

ND = Not detected above laboratory reporting limits
NS= No Standard
NT = Not tested



Table A-3.6
Summary of Conditions at Tank 24
Tank Farm 2
NAVSTA, Newport, Rhode Island

LNAPL Gauging

GZ-206 | Gz-220
Date (ft) (ft)
2/1/2002 ND ND
Aug-01 ND ND
Jul-01 ND ND
Jun-99 NG ND
Aug-97 ND NG
Jul-97 ND NG
35582 ND NG
May-97 ND NG
Apr-97 ND NG
Mar-97 ND NG
Feb-97 ND NG
Jan-97 ND NG

Groundwater
Sample ID| GzZ-206 | GZ-220
Collection Date| Jun-97 |12/1/1997
RIDEM
RIDEM GB ?Jip?e\frv
GW
Objectives Con_centr
ation
Analyte Unit Limit
PAHs mg/l NS NS ND ND
sec-butylbenzene ug/l NS NS 2.7 ND
TPH mg/I NS NS ND ND
VOCs mg/l NS NS NA ND
ND = Not detected above laboratory reporting limits
NS= No Standard
NA = Not applicable
Soil
Sample ID| GZ-206 | GZ-220 B-14 B-13 TF2-Tank 24-2 | TF2-Tank 24-2D
Collection Date| Nov-96 Oct-97 May-97 May-97 5/17/05 unknown
RIDEM
Method 1 | Method 1| RIDEM
Industrial/ | GB TPH Upper
Commerci |Leachabil | Concentr | (10-12") (8-8.7") (10-12) | (10-129) an unknown
al Direct ity ation
Exposure | Criteria Limit
Analyte Unit Criteria
DRO mg/kg 2,500 2,500 30,000 NT NT NT NT 34 80
PAHs mg/kg NS NS NS ND ND NT NT NT NT
TPH mg/kg 2,500 2,500 30,000 ND ND ND ND NT NT
VOCs mg/kg NS NS NS ND ND NT NT NT NT

ND = Not detected above laboratory reporting limits

NS= No Standard
NT = Not tested

ND = Not detected NG = Not gauged




Table A-3.7
Summary of Conditions at Tank 25
Tank Farm 2
NAVSTA, Newport, Rhode Island

Groundwater LNAPL Gauging
Sample ID GZ-207 Gz-221 GZ-223 GZ-224 GZ-207 | GZ-221 | GZ-223 | GZ-224
Collection Date 4/1/05 Jun-99 (4/13/05(Jun-99| Dec-97 [5/20/09( 4/1/05 Dec-97 4/1/05 Date (ft) (ft) (ft) (ft)
RIDEM GB RIDEM GB GW
GW Conchsr?tfgtion Feb-02 ND NG ND ND
Analyte Unit | Objectives Limit
Acetone ug/l NS NS ND 9.0J ND ND ND ND ND ND ND Aug-01 ND NG ND ND
Bis(2-Ethylhexyl)Phthalate ug/l NS NS ND 4.0 ND 2.0J ND ND ND ND ND Jul-01 ND NG ND ND
Chloroform ugl/l NS NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 1.3 ND Jun-05 NG NG NG NG
Diesel Range Organics (DRO) | mg/l NS NS 0.79 NT 4.9 NT NT 0.12 0.23 NT 0.16 Jun-99 ND ND ND ND
Diethylphthalate ug/! NS NS ND 1.0 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND Aug-97 ND NG NG NG
Di-N-Butylphthalate ug/l NS NS ND 1.0 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND Jul-97 ND NG NG NG
Isopropylbenzene ug/! NS NS 1.3 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND Jun-97 ND NG NG NG
Lead (Dissolved) ug/I NS NS NT NT NT NT NT 1.6B NT NT NT May-97 ND NG NG NG
Lead (Total) ug/! NS NS NT NT NT NT NT 2.5B NT NT NT Apr-97 ND NG NG NG
m,p-xylenes ug/! NS NS 0.95 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND Mar-97 ND NG NG NG
Methylene Chloride ug/l NS NS ND 4.0 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND Feb-97 ND NG NG NG
Naphthalene (VOC) ug/l NS NS ND 3.0J ND ND ND ND ND ND ND Jan-97 ND NG NG NG
n-butylbenzene ug/l NS NS 0.58 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND = Not detected
n-propylbenzene ug/l NS NS 1.4 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NG = Not gauged
o-xylenes ug/l NS NS 2.4 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND
PAHs mg/I NS NS ND NA ND ND ND ND ND ND ND
TPH mg/I NS NS NT 35 NT 0.7 ND NT NT ND NT
VOCs mgl/l NS NS NA NA ND ND ND ND ND NA ND
ND = Not detected above laboratory reporting limits
J = Estimated Value
B = The result reported is less than reporting limit, but greater than instrument detection
NS= No Standard
NT = Not tested
NA = Not applicable
Soil
TF2- TF2-T25-| TF2-T25- | TF2-T25-| TF2-T25- | TF2-T25- | TF2-T25- | TF2-T25- | TF2-T25- | TF2-T25- | TF2-T25- | TF2-T25- | TF2-T25- | TF2-T25- | TF2-T25- | TF2-T25- | TF2-T25- | TF2-T25- | TF2-T25- |TF2-T25-| TF2-T25- | TF2-T25- | TF2-T25- | TF2-T25- | TF2-T25- | TF2-T25- | TF2-T25-
Sample ID| GZ-221 |GZ-223(GZ-224( B-10 B-12 |Tank25-2 R2 R3 R4 RS R6 R7 R8 R9 R10B R11 R12 R14 R16 R18 R19 R20 R23 R27 R30 R32 R33 R34 R35 R36 R37 R38
Collection Date| Oct-97 | Oct-97 [ Oct-97 | May-97 [May-97| 5/17/05 2/2/06 1/31/06 1/31/06 | 1/31/06 2/8/06 2/8/06 6/19/06 6/19/06 6/19/06 6/19/06 6/19/06
RIDEM
Method 1 | y1ethod 1 GB
|ndU5t”a|- / TPH RIDEM Upper sidewall of | sidewall of [ base of base of base of base of base of base of base of base of base of base of base of base of base of base of | sidewall of | sidewall of base of | sidewall of | baseof | base(13)of| baseof base of | sidewall of
Commercial . Concentration | (10-12") | (0-2") | (8-10")| (10-12") [(10-12" @ remedial remedial remedial remedial remedial remedial remedial remedial remedial remedial remedial remedial remedial remedial remedial remedial remedial remedial | unknown | remedial remedial remedial remedial remedial remedial remedial
Direct Leaclhab_”'ty Limit excavation | excavation | excavation | excavation | excavation | excavation | excavation | excavation | excavation | excavation | excavation | excavation | excavation | excavation | excavation | excavation | excavation | excavation excavation | excavation | excavation | excavation | excavation | excavation | excavation
_ Exposure Criteria
Analyte Unit Criteria
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene mg/kg NS NS 10,000 ND ND ND NT NT ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene mg/kg NS NS 10,000 ND ND ND NT NT ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND
1-Methylnaphthalene mg/kg NS NS 10,000 ND ND ND NT NT ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND
2-Methylnaphthalene mg/kg 10,000 NS 10,000 ND ND ND NT NT ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND
Anthracene mg/kg 10000 NS 10,000 ND ND ND NT NT 0.14 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND
Benzo(a)anthracene mg/kg 7.8 NS 10,000 ND ND ND NT NT 0.48 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND
Benzo(a)pyrene mg/kg 0.8 NS 10,000 ND ND ND NT NT 0.48 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND
Benzo(b)fluoranthene mg/kg 7.8 NS 10,000 ND ND ND NT NT 0.38 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND
Benzo(ghi)perylene mg/kg 10000 NS 10,000 ND ND ND NT NT 0.31 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND
Benzo(k)fluoranthene mg/kg 78 NS 10,000 ND ND ND NT NT 0.36 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND
Chrysene mg/kg 780 NS 10,000 ND ND ND NT NT 0.5 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND
DRO (Diesel Range Organics) | mg/kg 2,500 2,500 30,000 NT NT NT NT NT 210 71 140 9.9 450 17 210 12 44 13 9 380 350 110 430 82 340 11 6 20 ND 8.1 200 97 17 300 77
Fluoranthene mg/kg 10000 NS 10,000 ND ND ND NT NT 1.0 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND
Fluorene mg/kg 10,000 NS 10,000 ND ND ND NT NT ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene mg/kg 7.8 NS 10,000 ND ND ND NT NT 0.25 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND
Naphthalene (SVOC) mg/kg 10,000 NS 10,000 ND ND ND NT NT ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND
Naphthalene (VOC) mg/kg 10,000 NS 10,000 ND ND ND NT NT ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND
PAHs mg/kg NS NS NS ND ND ND NT NT NA ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND
Phenanthrene mg/kg 10,000 NS 10,000 ND ND ND NT NT 0.55 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND
Pyrene mg/kg 10000 NS 10,000 ND ND ND NT NT 1.2 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND
SvOoC mg/kg NS NS NS ND ND ND NT NT NA NT NT NT NT NT NT NT NT ND NT NT NT NT NT NT NT ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND
TPH mg/kg 2,500 2,500 30,000 ND ND 200 1,700 550 NT NT NT NT NT NT NT NT NT NT NT NT NT NT NT NT NT NT NT NT NT NT NT NT NT NT NT
VOCs mg/kg NS NS NS ND ND ND NT NT ND NT NT NT NT NT NT NT NT ND NT NT NT NT NT NT NT ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND

ND = Not detected above laboratory reporting limits

NS= No Standard
NT = Not tested
NA = Not applicable

Only currently applicable soil data is shown. Any samples from areas removed during the remedial excavation were not included in this table.




Table A-3.8
Summary of Conditions at Tank 26
Tank Farm 2
NAVSTA, Newport, Rhode Island

Groundwater LNAPL Gauging
Sample ID GZ-208 GZ-222 RW-3 GZ-208 | Gz-222
Collection Date| 4/6/2005 | Jun-99 | Jun-97 [ 5/20/09 | Dec-97 Date (ft) (ft)
RIDEM GB
RIDE\'\,AV c8 g:xcﬁ?gt 7/27/2009 | 1.25 NG
Analyte Unit | Objectives | ion Limit
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene ug/L NS NS NT 16 ND ND ND 7/9/2009 0.31 NG
1-Methylnaphthalene ug/L NS NS NT ND 43 ND ND 6/12/2009 0.25 NG
2-Methylnaphthalene ug/L NS NS NT 6 ND ND ND 6/1/2009 0.1 NG
bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate ug/L NS NS NT 4.0J ND ND ND 5/21/2009 0.13 NG
Fluorene ug/L NS NS NT 2.0J ND ND ND Not 5/6/2009 0.05 NG
Fuel Oil #2 (C9-C25) mg/L NS NS 740** NT NT NT NT | Sampled 4/29/2009 0.31 NG
Lead (Dissolved) ug/L NS NS NT NT NT ND NT 4/13/2009 0.42 NG
Lead (Total) ug/L NS NS NT NT NT 15B NT Spring 2005 ND NG
Naphthalene (SVOC) ug/L NS NS NT 8 ND ND ND Feb-02 0.06 ND
Naphthalene (VOC) ug/L NS NS NT 20 ND ND ND Nov-01 0.41 ND
PAHs mg/L NS NS NT ND NA ND ND Oct-01 0.03 NG
Phenanthrene ug/L NS NS NT 3.0J ND ND ND 8/28/2001 0.02 NG
TPH mg/L NS NS NT 37 2 NT 0.36 8/20/2001 0.08 NG
VOCs mg/L NS NS NT NA ND ND ND Aug-01 NG ND
**GZ-208 was sampled as oil-water mixture. Jul-01 0.1 ND
ND = Not detected above laboratory reporting limits 2001 0.01 NG
J = Estimated Value Jun-99 ND ND
B = The result reported is less than reporting limit, but greater than instrument detection Mar-98 ND NG
NS= No Standard Feb-98 ND NG
NT = Not tested Jan-98 ND NG
NA = Not applicable Dec-97 0.01 NG
Nov-97 ND NG
Soil Oct-97 0.01 NG
Sample ID|GZ-208(GZ-222| B-16 Sep-97 0.01 NG
Collection Date| Nov-96 [ Oct-97 | May-97 Aug-97 0.02 NG
RIDEM
Method 1 | \oihod 1 | RIDEM
Industrla_I/C GB Upper ' . '
ommercial || .- chabilit |concentra| ©7) | &7 |(10-12) ND NG
Direct o . .
Exposure y Criteria |tion Limit
Analyte Unit Criteria Jul-97
PAHs mg/kg NS NS NS ND ND NT Jun-97 detected NG
TPH mg/kg 2,500 2,500 30,000 ND ND ND May-97 ND NG
VOCs mg/kg NS NS NS ND ND NT Apr-97 ND NG
ND = Not detected above laboratory reporting limits Mar-97 ND NG
NS= No Standard Feb-97 ND NG
NT = Not tested Jan-97 ND NG

ND = Not detected
NG = Not gauged




NAVSTA, Newport, Rhode Island

Table A-3.9
Summary of Conditions at Tank 27
Tank Farm 2

Groundwater LNAPL Gauging
Sample ID| GZ-209 GzZ-212 Gz-219 GZ-209 GZ-—212 -GZ-219
Collection Date| Jun-97 | 5/21/09( Jun-99 Dec-97 5/20/09 Dec-97 Date (ft) (ft) (ft)
R IDEM GB RIDEUM GB GW
GW | concentration Fep-02 | ND | ND | ND
Analyte Unit | Objectives Limit
Diesel Range Organics (DRO) | mgl/l NS NS NT NT NT NT 0.06 NT Aug-01| ND ND ND
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene ug/l NS NS ND ND ND 1.6 ND ND Jul-01 ND ND ND
1-Methylnaphthalene ug/l NS NS 33 ND ND ND ND ND Jun-99 ND ND ND
2-Methylnaphthalene ug/l NS NS 10 ND ND ND ND ND Aug-97 ND NG NG
Bis(2-EthylHexyl)Phthalate ug/l NS NS ND ND 2.0JB ND ND ND Jul-97 ND NG NG
Chloroform ug/l NS NS ND ND ND 1.1 ND ND Jun-97 ND NG NG
Lead (Dissolved) ug/l NS NS NT ND NT ND 2.1B NT May-97 | ND NG NG
Lead (Total) ug/l NS NS NT ND NT ND 1.6B NT Apr-97 ND NG NG
PAHs mg/I NS NS ND ND ND ND ND ND Mar-97 ND NG NG
TPH mg/l NS NS 2.5 NT 0.45 ND NT ND Feb-97 ND NG NG
VOCs mg/l NS NS ND ND ND NA ND ND Jan-97 ND NG NG
ND = Not detected above laboratory reporting limits ND = Not detected
J = Estimated Value NG = Not gauged
B = The result reported is less than reporting limit, but greater than instrument detection
NS= No Standard
NT = Not tested
NA = Not applicable
Soil
Sample ID GZ-209 | B-18 | TF2-Tank27-1| TF2-Tankpit27-2 | TF2-Tankpit27-5
Collection Date Oct-96 | May-97 5/17/05 5/31/05 5/31/05
RIDEM
Method 1 RIDEM
Industrial/ | Method 1 GB | Upper
Commercia| Leachability |Concent| (15-17") | (10-12") an (5" (59
| Direct Criteria ration
Exposure Limit
Analyte (Soil) Unit Criteria
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene mg/kg NS NS 10,000 | 0.103 NT NT NT ND
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene mg/kg NS NS 10,000 | 0.0441 NT NT NT ND
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene mg/kg NS NS 10,000 0.01 NT NT NT ND
1-Methylnaphthalene mg/kg NS NS 10,000 20 NT NT NT ND
2-Methylnaphthalene mg/kg| 10,000 NS 10,000 16 NT NT NT ND
Diesel Range Organics (DRO) | mg/kg 2,500 2,500 30,000 NT NT 41 ND 9.4
Fluorene mg/kg| 10,000 NS 10,000 5.6 NT NT NT ND
Naphthalene (SVOC) mg/kg| 10,000 NS 10,000 4.9 NT NT NT ND
Naphthalene (VOC) mg/kg| 10,000 NS 10,000 | 0.031 NT NT NT ND
Phenanthrene mg/kg| 10,000 NS 10,000 9.6 NT NT NT ND
TPH mg/kg 2,500 2,500 30,000 | 5,600 ND NT NT ND

ND = Not detected above laboratory reporting limits

NS= No Standard
NT = Not tested




Table A-3.10
Summary of Conditions at Tank 28
Tank Farm 2
NAVSTA, Newport, Rhode Island

Groundwater LNAPL Gauging
Sample ID| GZ-210 GzZ-213 GZ-210 | Gz-213
Collection Date| Jun-97 Jun-99 Dec-97 Date (ft) (ft)
RIDEM GB EREU'\Q);?
GW 4/13/2009 ND NG
. Objectives C.once-ntrat
Analyte Unit ion Limit
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene ug/l NS NS 22 ND ND Feb-02 ND ND
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene ug/l NS NS 1.8 ND ND Aug-01 ND ND
1-methylnaphthalene ug/l NS NS 44 ND ND Jul-01 ND ND
Benzene ug/l 140 18,000 4.2 ND ND Jun-99 ND ND
bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate ug/l NS NS NT 4.0JB ND Jun-97 ND NG
Ethylbenzene ug/l 1600 16,000 4.9 ND ND May-97 ND NG
isopropylbenzene ug/l NS NS 3.4 ND ND Apr-97 ND NG
m+p xylene ug/l NS NS 1.7 ND ND Mar-97 ND NG
n-propylbenzene ug/l NS NS 5.5 ND ND Feb-97 ND NG
PAHs mg/l NS NS NT ND ND Jan-97 ND NG
p-isopropylbenzene ug/l NS NS 6.4 ND ND ND = Not detected
TPH mg/l NS NS ND 0.3 1.1 NG = Not gauged
VOCs mg/l NS NS NA ND ND
ND = Not detected above laboratory reporting limits
NS= No Standard
J=Estimated Value
B = The result reported is less than reporting limit, but greater than instrument detection
NT = Not tested
NA = Not applicable
Soil
Sample ID| GZ-210 | GzZ-213 B-22
Collection Date[ Nov-96 May-97
RIDEM
Metho.d 1 Method 1 RIDEM
Industrial/C Upper
ommercial cB TPH. Concentr (5-7Y) (10-12"
Direct Leachab_mt ation Not
Exposure y Criteria Limit Sampled
Analyte Unit Criteria
PAHs mg/kg NS NS NS ND NT
TPH mg/kg 2,500 2,500 30,000 ND 18
VOCs mg/kg NS NS NS ND NT

ND = Not detected above laboratory reporting limits

NS= No Standard
NT = Not tested




Table A-3.11
Summary of Conditions at Tank 29
Tank Farm 2
NAVSTA, Newport, Rhode Island

Groundwater LNAPL Gauging
Sample ID GZ-211 GZ-228 RW-1 GZ-211 GZ-228
Collection Date| 5/20/2009 | 03/11/05*| Jun-97 | 3/9/2005 Date (ft) (ft)
RIDEM
GB GW product
RIDEM Upper observed
GB GW | Concentr 4/13/2009 during NG
Objective| ation Not sampling
Analyte Unit S Limit Sampled
- because
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene ug/L NS NS product 47 ND ND Feb-02 0.01 ND
1-Methylnaphthalene ugll | NS NS was ND 51 ND | Not Sampled Nov-01 0.46 ND
2-Methylnaphthalene ug/L NS NS observed 1500 12 ND Oct-01 0.17 ND
Diesel Range Organics (DRO) | mg/L NS NS in the 1200 NT 0.22 Aug-01 NG ND
Fluorene ug/L NS NS sample 500 20 ND Jul-01 NG 0.01
Phenanthrene ug/L NS NS tubing 900 32 ND 2001 0.11 NG
Pyrene ug/L NS NS 120 ND ND Jun-99 0.08 ND
TPH mg/L NS NS NT 190 NT Mar-98 ND NG
VOCs mg/L NS NS NA ND ND Feb-98 0.01 NG
*GZ211 was analyzed at 25x dilution for VOCs, and 20x for SVOC Jan-98 0.02 NG
ND = Not detected above laboratory reporting limits Dec-97 0.03 NG
NS= No Standard 10/97-11/97 0.02 NG
NT = Not Tested Sep-97 0.01 NG
NA = Not Applicable Aug-97 ND NG
Jul-97 ND NG
Soil Jun-97 detected NG
Sample ID| Gz-211 (Gz-228| B-25 [TF2-Tank29-1 May-97 ND NG
Collection Date| Dec-96 | Oct-97 | May-97 05/17/05 Apr-97 ND NG
RIDEM
Method 1
Industrial | M9 11 21pEMm
/Commer B TPH. Upper . . . .
cial Lea.chabll Concentra (0-2Y (0-29) | (10-12) D) ND NG
Direct .|ty . tion Limit
Exposure Criteria
Criteria
Analyte Unit Mar-97
Diesel Range Organics (DRO) [ mg/kg| 2,500 2,500 30,000 NT NT NT 26 Feb-97 ND NG
PAHs mg/kg NS NS NS ND ND NT NT Jan-97 ND NG
TPH mg/kg| 2,500 2,500 30,000 ND ND ND NT ND = Not detected
VOCs mg/kg NS NS NS ND ND NT NT NG = Not Gauged

ND = Not detected above laboratory reporting limits

NS= No Standard
NT = Not Tested




Table A-3.12
Summary of Conditions along Fuel Transport Piping
Tank Farm 2
NAVSTA, Newport, Rhode Island

Soil
Sample ID| B-1 B-2 B-3 B-4 B-5 B-6 B-7 B-8 B-9 B-10 B-11 B-12 B-13 B-14 B-15 B-16 B-17 B-18 B-19 B-20 B-21 B-22 B-23 B-24 B-25 B-26 B-27 B-28 B-29 B-30 B-31 B-32 B-33 B-34 B-35
Collection Date| May-97| May-97| May-97| May-97| May-97| May-97( May-97| May-97| May-97| May-97( May-97| May-97| May-97( May-97| May-97| May-97| May-97 May-97| May-97| May-97| May-97| May-97| May-97| May-97| May-97| May-97| May-97| May-97( May-97| May-97| May-97| May-97( May-97| May-97| May-97
RIDEM
Methoqll Method 1| RIDEM (10-12)
Industrial/{ GB TPH | Upper (Excavated
Commerc |Leachabil| Concentr | (10-12") | (10-12") | (10-12" | (10-12") | (10-12") | (10-12" | (20-12") | (10-12") | (10-12") | (20-12") | during the | (10-12") | (10-12") | (10-12") | (10-12") | (10-12") | (10-12" | (10-12") | (10-12") | (10-12") | (10-12) [ (10-12") | (10-12") | (10-12 | (20-12") | (10-12") | (10-12) | (10-12) | (10-12") | (10-12") | (10-12") | (10-12) | (10-12") | (10-127) | (10-12Y
ial Direct ity ation remediation
Exposure| Criteria | Limit of Tank 25)
Criteria
Analyte Unit
TPH mg/kg 2,500 2,500 30,000 20 63 <10 <10 28 <10 <10 <10 <10 1700 1800 550 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 18 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
ND = Not detected above laboratory reporting limits
NS= No Standard




Table A-3.13
Summary of Conditions at Former JP-5 Soil Piles/ Buoy Storage Area
Tank Farm 2

NAVSTA, Newport, Rhode Island

Groundwater LNAPL Gauging
Sample ID Gz-215 Gz-215
Collection Date| 5/21/2009( Dec-97 Date (ft)
RIDEM
RIDEM GB GW
Upper
GB GW Cor'?fen o 4/13/2009 | sheen
Objective ation
Analyte Unit S limit
Diesel Range Organics (DRO) mg/L NS NS 0.06 NT Feb-02 ND
Gasoline Range Organics (GRO) mg/L NS NS ND NT Nov-01 ND
PAHs mg/L NS NS ND ND Oct-01 ND
TPH mg/L NS NS NT 1.3 Aug-01 ND
Lead (Dissolved) ug/L NS NS 0.9B NT Jul-01 ND
Lead (Total) ug/L NS NS 2.1B NT Jun-99 ND
p-isopropyltoluene ug/L NS NS ND 2.1 ND = Not detected
sec-butylbenzene ug/L NS NS ND 3.3
ND = Not detected above laboratory reporting limits
B = The result reported is less than reporting limit, but greater than instrument detection
NS= No Standard
NT= Not Tested
Soil
Sample ID| GZ-215 |TF2-026-1| TF2-026-2A| TF2-026-3A | TF2-026-4| TF2-026-5| TF2-026-6 | TF2-026-7 | TF2-026-8A | TF2-035-1| TF2-035-2| TF2-035-5| TF2-035-6| TF2-035-9]
Collection Date 5/23/05 7/5/05 7/5/05 5/23/05 5/23/05 5/23/05 5/23/05 7/5/05 5/24/05 | 5/24/05 | 5/24/05 | 5/24/05 | 5/24/05
RIDEM
I'\r’]'gtuh;ﬂ; Method 1| RIDEM
ICommer GB TPH' Upper
cial Lea_chabll Con.centr 19 19 a9 19 19 (29 1" 8] a9 unknown (29 (0.5Y) 19
. ity ation
Direct L e
Criteria Limit
Exposure
Analyte Unit Criteria
2-Butanone (Methyl Ethyl Ketone) | mg/kg 10,000 NS 10,000 NT ND 0.062 NT ND NT ND ND NT NT NT NT NT
2-Methylnaphthalene mg/kg 10,000 NS 10,000 NT ND 0.13J NT ND NT ND ND NT NT NT NT NT
Acetone mg/kg 10,000 NS 10,000 Not NT ND 0.4 NT ND NT ND ND NT NT NT NT NT
Benzo(a)anthracene mg/kg 7.8 NS 10,000 | Sampled NT ND 0.2 NT ND NT ND ND NT NT NT NT NT
Benzo(a)pyrene mg/kg 0.8 NS 10,000 NT ND 0.21 NT ND NT ND ND NT NT NT NT NT
Benzo(b)fluoranthene mg/kg 7.8 NS 10,000 NT ND 0.26 NT ND NT ND ND NT NT NT NT NT
Benzo(k)fluoranthene mg/kg 78 NS 10,000 NT ND 0.17 NT ND NT ND ND NT NT NT NT NT
Chrysene mg/kg 780 NS 10,000 NT ND 0.27 NT ND NT ND ND NT NT NT NT NT
Fluoranthene mg/kg 10000 NS 10,000 NT ND 0.27 NT ND NT ND ND NT NT NT NT NT
Phenanthrene mg/kg 10,000 NS 10,000 NT ND 0.19 NT ND NT ND ND NT NT NT NT NT
Pyrene mg/kg 10000 NS 10,000 NT ND 0.66 NT ND NT ND 0.13J NT NT NT NT NT
SVOCs mg/kg NS NS NS NT ND NA NT ND NT ND NA NT NT NT NT NT
TPH (DRO+GRO) mg/kg 2,500 2,500 30,000 15* 1100* 488 94 211 45* 203 746 16* 74 8.4* 38* 25*
VOCs mg/kg NS NS NS NT ND NA NT ND NT ND ND NT NT NT NT NT

ND = Not detected above laboratory reporting limits

NS= No Standard

"' = Only DRO were detected.

NT = Not tested

NA = Not applicable

J=Estimated Value



Table A-3.14
Summary of Conditions at B219

Tank Farm 2
NAVSTA Newport, RI

Soil
Sample ID| TF2-B219-1| TF2-B219-2| TF2-B219-3 | TF2-B219-4
Collection Date 6/2/05 6/2/05 6/2/05 6/2/05
RIDEM
letzgg/ll Method 1| Method 1
Residenti Industrial/| GB TPH
. Commerc |Leachabil (0-0.5Y) (0-0.5Y) (0-0.5Y) (0-0.5Y)
al Direct | . . .
ial Direct ity
Exposure L
o Exposure| Criteria
Criteria o
Criteria
Analyte Unit
Chlorinated Benzenes mg/kg NS NS NS ND ND ND ND
PCB (Aroclor 1260) mg/kg 10 10 10 18 0.33 4.1 11

ND = Not detected above laboratory reporting limits

NS= No Standard

ND(0.210) = not detected at indicated laboratory reporting limit
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1.0 PURPOSE

The purpose of this document is to specify a consistent procedure for the quality assurance review of
electronic and hard copy databases. This SOP outlines the requirements for establishment of a Database
Record File, Quality Assurance review procedures, and documentation of the Quality Assurance Review
Process.

2.0 SCOPE

The methods described in this Standard Operating Procedure (SOP) shall be used consistently for all
projects managed by Tetra Tech NUS (TtNUS).

3.0 GLOSSARY

Chain-of-Custody Form - A Chain-of-Custody Form is a printed form that accompanies a sample or a
group of samples from the time of sample collection to the laboratory. The Chain-of-Custody Form is
retained with the samples during transfer of samples from one custodian to another. The Chain-of-
Custody Form is a controlled document that becomes part of the permanent project file. Chain-of-Custody
and field documentation requirements are addressed in SOP SA-6.1.

Electronic Database - A database provided on a compact laser disk (CD). Such electronic databases will
generally be prepared using public domain software such as DBase, RBase, Oracle, Visual FoxPro,
Microsoft Access, Paradox, etc.

Hardcopy Database - A printed copy of a database prepared using the software discussed under the
definition of an electronic database.

Form | - A printed copy of the analytical results for each sample.

Sample Tracking Summary - A printed record of sample information including the date the samples were
collected, the number of samples collected, the sample matrix, the laboratory to which the samples were
shipped, the associated analytical requirements for the samples, the date the analytical data were
received from the laboratory, and the date that validation of the sample data was completed.

4.0 RESPONSIBILITIES

Database Records Custodian - It shall be the responsibility of the Database Records Custodian to
update and file the Sample Tracking Summaries for all active projects on a weekly basis. It shall be the
responsibility of the Database Records Custodian to ensure that the most recent copies of the Sample
Tracking Summaries are placed in the Database Records file. It shall be the responsibility of the
Database Records Custodian to ensure that a copy of all validation deliverables is provided to the Project
Manager (for placement in the project file). It shall be the responsibility of the Database Records
Custodian to ensure that photocopies of all validation deliverables and historical data and reports (as
applicable) are placed in the Database Records file.

Data Validation Coordinator - It shall be the responsibility of the Data Validation Coordinator (or
designee) to ensure that the Sample Tracking Summaries are maintained by the Database Records
Custodian. 1t shall be the responsibility of the Data Validation Coordinator (or designee) to ensure that
photocopies of all data validation deliverables are placed in the applicable Database Records file by the
Database Records Custodian.
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Earth Sciences Department Manager - It shall be the responsibility of the Earth Sciences Department
Manager (or equivalent) to ensure that all field personnel are familiar with the requirements of this
Standard Operating Procedure (specifically Section 5.5).

FOL - It shall be the responsibility of the FOL (FOL) of each project to ensure that all field technicians or
sampling personnel are thoroughly familiar with this SOP, specifically regarding provision of the Chain-of-
Custody Forms to the Database Records Custodian. Other responsibilities of the FOL are described in
Sections 5.4 and 5.5.

Management Information Systems (MIS) Manager - It shall be the responsibility of the MIS Manager to
ensure that copies of original electronic deliverables (CDs) are placed in both the project files and the
Database Records File. It shall be the responsibility of the MIS Manager (or designee) to verify the
completeness of the database (presence of all samples) in both electronic and hardcopy form in the
Database Records File. It shall be the responsibility of the MIS Manager to ensure that Quality Assurance
Reviews are completed and are attested to by Quality Assurance Reviewers. It shall be the responsibility
of the MIS Manager to ensure that records of the Quality Assurance review process are placed in the
Database Records File. It shall be the responsibility of the MIS Manager to ensure that both electronic
and hardcopy forms of the final database are placed in both the project and the Database Record File. It
shall be the responsibility of the MIS Manager to ensure that data validation qualifiers are entered in the
database.

Furthermore, it shall be the responsibility of the MIS Manager to participate in project planning at the
request of the Project Manager, specifically with respect to the generation of level of effort and schedule
estimates. To support the project planning effort, the MIS Manager shall provide a copy of the MIS
Request From included as Attachment A to the project manager. It shall be the responsibility of the MIS
Manager to generate level of effort and budget estimates at the time database support is requested if a
budget does not exist at the time of the request. The MIS Request Form shall be provided to the Project
Manager at the time of any such requests. It shall be the responsibility of the MIS Manager to notify the
Project Manager of any anticipated level of effort overruns or schedule noncompliances as soon as such
problems arise along with full justification for any deviations from the budget estimates (provided they
were generated by the MIS Manager). It shall be the responsibility of the MIS Manager to document any
changes to the scope of work dictated by the Project Manager, along with an estimate of the impact of the
change on the level of effort and the schedule.

Program/Department Managers - It shall be the responsibility of the Department and/or Program
Managers (or designees) to inform their respective department's Project Managers of the existence and
requirements of this SOP.

Project Manager - It shall be the responsibility of each Project Manager to determine the applicability of
this SOP based on: (1) program-specific requirements, and (2) project size and objectives. It shall be the
responsibility of the Project Manager (or designee) to ensure that the FOL is familiar with the requirements
regarding Chain-of-Custody Form provision to the Database Records Custodian. It shall be the
responsibility of the Project Manager (or designee) to determine which, if any, historical data are relevant
and to ensure that such data (including all relevant information such as originating entity, sample
locations, sampling dates, etc.) are provided o the Database Records Custodian for inclusion in the
Database Records File. It shall be the responsibility of the Project Manager to obtain project planning
input regarding the level of effort and schedule from the MIS Manager. It shall be the responsibility of the
Project Manager to complete the database checklist (Attachment A) to support the level of effort and
schedule estimate and to facilitate database preparation and subroutine execution.

Risk Assessment Department Manager - It shall be the responsibility of the Risk Assessment
Department Manager to monitor compliance with this Standard Operating Procedure, to modify this SOP
as necessary, and to take corrective action if necessary. Monitoring of the process shall be compieted on
a quarterly basis.
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Quality Assurance Reviewers - It shall be the responsibility of the Quality Assurance Reviewers to verify
the completeness of the sample results via review of the Chain-of-Custody Forms and Sample Tracking
Summaries. It shall be the responsibility of the Quality Assurance Reviewers to ensure the correctness of
the database via direct comparison of the hardcopy printout of the database and the hardcopy summaries
of the original analytical data (e.g., Form Is provided in data validation deliverables). Correctness includes
the presence of all relevant sample information (all sample information fields), agreement of the laboratory
and database analytical results, and the presence of data validation qualifiers.

Quality Manager - It shall be the responsibility of the Quality Manager to monitor compliance with this
Standard Operating Procedure via routine audits.

5.0 PROCEDURES
5.1 Introduction

Verification of the accuracy and completeness of an electronic database can only be accomplished via
comparison of a hardcopy of the database with hardcopy of all relevant sample information. The primary
purposes of this SOP are to ensure that 1) all necessary hardcopy information is readily available to
Quality Assurance Reviewers; 2) ensure that the Quality Assurance review is completed in a consistent
and comprehensive manner, and; 3) ensure that documentation of the Quality Assurance review process
is maintained in the project file.

5.2 File Establishment

A Database Record file shall be established for a specific project at the discretion of the Project Manager.
Initiation of the filing procedure will commence upon receipt of the first set of Chain-of-Custody documents
from a FOL or sampling technician. The Database Record Custodian shall establish a project-specific file
for placement in the Database Record File. Each file in the Database Record File shall consist of
standard components placed in the file as the project progresses. Each file shall be clearly labeled with
the project number, which shall be placed on the front of the file drawer and on each and every hanging
file folder relevant to the project. The following constitute the minimum components of a completed file:

Electronic Deliverables
Sample Tracking Forms
Chain-of-Custody Forms
Data Validation Letters
Quality Assurance Records

5.3 Electronic Deliverables

The format of electronic deliverables shall be specified in the laboratory procurement specification and
shall be provided by the laboratory. The integrity of all original electronic data deliverables shall be
maintained. This shall be accomplished via the generation of copies of each electronic deliverable
provided by the laboratory. The original electronic deliverable shall be provided to the project manager for
inclusion in the project file. A copy of the original electronic deliverable shall be placed in the Database
Record File. The second copy shall be maintained by the MIS Manager (or designee) to be used as a
working copy.
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5.4 Sample Tracking Forms

Updated versions of the sample tracking form for each relevant project shall be maintained by the
Database Record Custodian. The Sample Tracking Forms shall be updated any time additional Chain-of-
Custody Forms are received from a FOL or sampling technician, or at any time that data are received from
a laboratory, or at any time that validation of a given data package (sample delivery group) is completed.
The Data Validation Coordinator shall inform the Database Record Custodian of the receipt of any data
packages from the laboratory and of completion of validation of a given data package to facilitate updating
of the Sample Tracking Form. The Database Record Custodian shall place a revised copy of the Sample
Tracking Form in the Database Record File anytime it has been updated. Copies of the updated Sample
Tracking Form shall also be provided to the project manager to apprise the project manager of sample
package receipt, completion of validation, etc.

5.5 Chain-of-Custody Forms

The Chain-of-Custody Forms for all sampling efforts will be used as the basis for (1) updating the Sample
Tracking Form, and (2) confirming that all required samples and associated analyses have been
completed. It shall be the responsibility of the FOL (or sample technician) to provide a photocopy of all
Chain-of-Custody Forms to the Database Record Custodian immediately upon completion of a sampling
effort. The Database Record Custodian shall then place the copies of the Chain-of-Custody Form(s) in
the Database Record File. Upon receipt of a sample data package from an analytical laboratory, the Data
Validation Coordinator shall provide a copy of the laboratory Chain-of-Custody Form to the Database
Record Custodian. The Database Record Custodian shall use this copy to update the Sample Tracking
Summary and shall place the copy of the laboratory-provided Chain-of-Custody Form in the Database
Record File. The photocopy of the laboratory-provided Chain-of Custody Form shall be stapled to the
previously filed field copy. Upon receipt of all analytical data, two copies of the Chain-of-Custody will
therefore be in the file. Review of the Chain-of-Custody Forms will therefore be a simple mechanism to
determine if all data have been received. Chain-of-Custody is addressed in SOP SA-6.1.

5.6 Data Validation Letters

All data validation deliverables (or raw data summaries if validation is not conducted) shall be provided for
inclusion in both the Database Record File and the project file. If USEPA regional- or client-specific
requirements are such that Form Is (or similar analytical results) need not be provided with the validation
deliverable, copies of such results must be appended to the deliverable. It is preferable, although not
essential that the validation qualifiers be hand-written directly on the data summary forms. The data
validation deliverables (and attendant analytical summaries) will provide the basis for direct comparison of
the database printout and the raw data and qualifiers.

5.7 Historical Data

At the direction of the Project Manager, historical data may also be included in a project-specific analytical
database. Inthe event that historical data are germane to the project, hardcopy of the historical data must
be included in the Database Record File. Historical data may be maintained in the form of final reports or
as raw data. The information contained in the historical data file must be sufficient to identify its origin, its
collection date, the sample location, the matrix, and any and all other pertinent information. All available
analytical data, Chain-of-Custody Forms, boring logs, well construction logs, sample location maps, shall
be photocopied by the Project Manager (or designee) and placed in one or more 3-ring binders. All
information shall be organized chronologically by matrix. It shall be the responsibility of the Project
Manager (or designee) to ensure that all inconsistencies between analytical data, Chain-of-Custody
Forms, boring logs, sample log sheets, and field logbooks are identified and corrected. The Project
Manager (or designee) shall decide which nomenclature is appropriate and edit, initial and date all
relevant forms. Data entry may only be performed on information that has undergone the aforementioned
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editing process, thereby having a direct correlation between hardcopy information and what will become
the electronic database.

6.0 RECORDS

Records regarding database preparation and quality assurance review include all those identified in the
previous section. Upon completion of the database task, records from the file will be forwarded to the
Project Manager for inclusion in the project file, or will be placed in bankers boxes (or equivalent) for
storage. The final records for storage shall include the following minimum information on placards placed
on both the top and end of the storage box:

Database Record File

PROJECT NUMBER: __

SITE NAME:

DATEFILED: _/ [/

SUMMARY OF CONTENTS ENCLOSED
BOX _OF _

Project- or program-specific record keeping requirements shall take precedence over the record keeping
requirements of this SOP.
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ATTACHMENT A
1% MIS REQUEST FORM

Tetra Tech NUS, Inc.

Project Name:

Request Date:

Site Name(s) (Area, OU, etc.):

CTO: ) Date Data Available for Production:
Project Manager: i Request in Support of:
Requestor: Database Lead:
Program/Client: GIS Lead:
State/EPA Region: Statistics Lead:
Risk Lead:

Sampling Date(s):

[dJaew [Jso [Isp I'i:]SW ] Other:

Matrix:
Labels: ] Labels needed for an upcoming sampling event Total # of Samples
Estimated Hours Additional Instructions:
Due Date
Complete ETS Charge No.
FOL
Data Entry: :
Chemical data needs to be entered from hardcopy

O

[] Chemica! data needs to be forinated electronically

[[] Field analytical data needs to be entered from hardcopy
[] Geologic data needs to be em;ered from hardcopy

D Hydrology data needs to be ertered from hardcopy

Estimated Hours
Due Date
Complete ETS Charge No.

Additional Instructions:

Estimated # of Samples

Tables: T Full Data Printout

] ‘Summary of Positive Hits

Occurance and Distribution

] with criteria

Sampling Analytical Summary:
[[] Oner: .

Estimated Hours
Dus Date
Complete ETS Charge No.

Additional Instructions:

GIS: General Facility Location

Site Location ;

Sample Location Proposed

[]
[] Potentiometric Contours/Groundwater Flow
]

[ ] Sample Location Existing

[-] Tag Map Single Round

| | Tag Map Muttiple Round

Isoconcentrations i
Chart Map

[ ] 3D Visualization :

[ ] EGISCD

| ] Other:

Estimated Hours
Due Date
Complete ETS Charge No.

Additional Instructions:

Statistics: [J Yes
Estimated Hours
Due Date

Complete ETS Charge No.

Additional Instructions:

Geostatistics: | | Yes
Estimated Hours
Due Date
Complete ETS Charge No.

Additional Instructions:
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1.0 PURPOSE

The purpose of a site reconnaissance is to collect both general and technical information which will
support the scoping, scheduling, implementing project activities, and writing reports for an environmental
investigation. This procedure is not intended as a guide for Phase | investigations or for Environmental
Baseline Survey activities.

2.0 SCOPE

This procedure is applicable to the performance of a site reconnaissance for initial site characterization.
The steps necessary to develop and carry out a site reconnaissance are presented here. These steps
include a list of equipment and items which may be needed, areas of special interest during field
observations, and methods by which the field observation team can ensure that necessary and
appropriate observations have been made.

3.0 GLOSSARY

Site reconnaissance. An onsite inspection program used to identify site-specific conditions that control
scheduling, manpower, and affect costs. A site reconnaissance usually consists of visual observations
and, often, the use of field monitoring instruments to identify potential health and safety threats and
potential sampling locations for site evaluation during subsequent field investigations.

4.0 RESPONSIBILITIES

Field Operations Leader (FOL) is responsible for ensuring that the survey is carried out in sufficient detail.
To accomplish this, the FOL must assign the proper personnel and equipment to characterize the site
adequately, in accordance with the requirements defined in this procedure and best engineering practices.
Other disciplines which may be applicable include (but are not limited to): Geology/Hydrogeology; Health
and Safety; Ecological Specialists; and/or Engineering. In addition, the FOL is responsible for supervising
equipment preparation, including necessary calibrations, and supervising field data collection and
documentation in accordance with the methods described in all referenced standard operation
procedures.

Project Manager is responsible for the following:

» Supervising the retrieval and examination of available, applicable information regarding the site.

e Obtaining appropriate program approvals and ensuring the preparation of a site Health and Safety
plan for the site reconnaissance.

¢ Coordinating the field activities with the client and regulatory agencies, as applicable.
Field Personnel are primarily responsible for observing and documenting, either through written

documentation or photographic evidence, the site reconnaissance. Field personnel will take direction from
the FOL.
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5.0 PROCEDURES
5.1 Equipment ltems/Needed

Below is a list of items that may be useful when conducting a site reconnaissance. All, or a portion of
these items may be required, depending upon the objective of the site reconnaissance.

» Health and Safety equipment and information as required by the Site Safety Officer.

* Maps (U.S.G.S. quadrangle, geologic maps, street and highway maps, and client facility maps).

» Geologic tools (compass, tape measure, hand level, camera, etc.).

» Physical monitoring equipment, if applicable (PID, Immunoassay Test Kits, etc.)

* Regional publications (U.S.G.S reports, water well surveys, U.S.D.A. soil conservation surveys, etc.).

» Site-specific publications by previous investigators (EPA aerial photographic analyses, remedial
investigation reports, data on waste disposal practices, boring logs, etc.).

* Marking items (ink markers, surveyor's flagging, spray paint, pin flags, wooden stakes).
¢ Field notebooks.

e Local telephone book with yellow pages (for obtaining utilities, snte trailer, living accommodations,
etc.).

Sufficient time will be required in order to obtain some of the aforementioned material. In general, most
publications can be obtained in time to be used in the site reconnaissance if ordered approximately
2 weeks before the actual site visit takes place.

5.2 Observations

A site reconnaissance usually requires one to two days, however, additional time may be needed
depending upon the objective, site size, etc. The following observations, when applicable, should be
documented either on a site map, field notebook, or photographed.

» General Site Access. It should be noted whether site roads provide access to all proposed work
locations, or if it will be necessary to prepare access roads with either a backhoe, dozer, chain saws,
etc., in order to get drill rigs, excavators, or other work vehicles to specific locations. If temporary
driveways must be constructed from existing public roads, regulatory permits may be required.
Military facilities may have specific security requirements which require detailed clearance procedures.

s Location of the Command Post or Site Trailer and Sanitary Facilities. The ideal location for the site
trailer and sanitary facilities is a level area, within an uncontaminated zone, and centralized in order to
provide easy access to work areas on the site. However, certain utility companies may require that
the site trailer be placed within a specified radius (usually 100 feet), of the nearest utility pole. Contact
the necessary utility companies and inquire about the requirements regarding service before
conducting the site reconnaissance. Information that may be required by the utility companies is: type
of electric service needed (inquire with trailer vendor for this information); and utility pole number of
interest (pole numbers are usually stamped on a brass plate on the pole).
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» Potable Water Sources. Local fire departments may allow access to fire hydrants. Private water
delivery companies may also be available in the area.

» Sources of Possible Contamination. Drums, tanks, sludge areas, areas of stressed vegetation, fill
areas, and leachate seeps may indicate where sources of contamination exist. Filler pipes protruding
from the ground surface may indicate the presence of underground storage tanks. Areas where the
original ground surface has been reworked may be contaminated fill areas that have since been
buried and covered with natural material. Previous environmental investigations may also identify
source areas.

* Location of Decon Areas and Storage/Disposal Areas for Equipment and Wastes Generated by Field »
Activities.

» Locations of Surface Water Bodies. The locations of surface water bodies, both man-made and
natural, and their relation to topographic highs may give an indication of the groundwater flow direction
in the area (groundwater flow typically follows topography with the topographic highs serving as
groundwater recharge areas, and the surface waters at topographic lows serve as groundwater
discharge areas). Visible signs of contamination, the existence of aquatic life, flow rates, and
approximate levels should also be observed and noted. Check if the surface water bodies could
potentially be impacted by field activities. If so, appropriate sedimentation and erosion controls will be
required.

» Existing Wells. Existing monitoring wells, or domestic wells within the site and off site, should be
noted on a map, and access checked to see if the wells can be used for data collection.

* Outcrops. Outcrops can be useful in providing hydrogeologic data (lithologic description, strike and
dip information, fracture and joint system analysis, identification of moist zones, etc.) Outcrops may
occur naturally or be a part of a man-made feature such as a road-cut.

* Lineaments. A lineament is a straight lengthy feature on the earth's surface which is expressed
topographically as a line of depression. Stream beds, vegetation patterns or soil characteristics may
be aligned or controlled by this feature. Lineaments are due in some cases to the presence of intense
jointing or faults beneath the ground surface. Groundwater in the bedrock may follow lineaments.
Lineaments should be noted on site maps and described in the field notebooks.

* Bench or Property Markers. Benchmarks or property markers should be marked with paint or
surveyor's flagging if encountered during a site reconnaissance. Surveyors may need to use these
markers as a reference point when surveying. Benchmarks are typically a brass plate secured in
concrete in the ground with numbering on the top. Property markers can range from a stake driven
into the ground to a rock protruding from the ground surface. Facility, contacts may also be aware of
local benchmarks used during the course of other environmental or public work projects.

* Metal Cultural Effects. Overhead power lines, railroad tracks, junk automobiles, fences, etc. will
greatly affect certain geophysical surveys. These features should be noted while conducting a site
reconnaissance.
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6.0 RECORDS

The data collected during a site reconnaissance may have to be compﬂed into a trip report when returning
from the field. This trip report can then be distributed to the project team. A site reconnaissance checklist
is located in Attachment A which can be copied and used while conducting the site reconnaissance.
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ATTACHMENT A
SITE RECONNAISSANCE CHECKLIST
SITE SKETCH

Include the following as appropriate:

Site Name

Site location

Site Boundaries

Entrance locations

Access Roads and Security Requirements
Disposal locations

Storage areas

Office areas

Well locations

Treatment facility locations

Surface drainage, outcrops, general topography descriptions
Cultural interferences

CHEMICAL STORAGE FACILITIES DESCRIPTION

Storage tanks - numbers, volumes, condition, contents, etc.
Drums - number, conditions, labeling, etc.
Lagoons and surface pits - number, size, use of liner, contents, etc.

TREATMENT SYSTEMS

Note the presence of any treatment systems. These can be difficult to evaluate visually.
appraise general appearance, maintenance and visual integrity; ask operators for any monitoring records;
note presence of odors; and visually characterize any effluents or residues. Describe type of wastes and
volumes treated.

One should

s Incinerators
e  Flocculationffiltration
e  Chemical/physical treatment
e Biological treatment
e Volume reduction
o Waste recycling
+« Compositing
e Other
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ATTACHMENT A
SITE RECONNAISSANCE CHECKLIST
PAGE TWO
DISPOSAL FACILITIES

Note the presence and use of any of the following operations. Include a description of the size, use of liners,
soil type, and the presence of leachate. Provide a description of management practices. Interview site
workers if possible. Describe waste types.

Landfills

Land forms

Open dump

Surface impoundment
Underground injection
Incineration

Also, records for disposal of concentrated/containerized waste should be reviewed.

HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCE CHARACTERISTICS

Ask facility contacts for manifests, inventories, or monitoring reports. Note markings on containers.

Chemical identities
Quantities

Hazard characteristics (toxic, explosive, flammable, etc.)

Container markings
Monitoring data, other analytical data
Physical state (liquid, solid, gas, sludge)

CHEMICAL PROCESS INFORMATION

¢ Manufacturing processes and chemicals
e  Off-specification or by-product disposal processes
* Housekeeping practices
s Locations of Plant Operations
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ATTACHMENT A
SITE RECONNAISSANCE CHECKLIST
PAGE THREE

HYDROGEOLOGIC ASSESSMENT

Look for situations that promote hazardous substance migration, i.e., porous soils, fractured bedrock
formations, shallow water table and karst features.

Soil type
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